arXiv:2304.10272v1 [math.DG] 20 Apr 2023

ANALYSIS OF SINGULARITIES OF AREA MINIMIZING CURRENTS: A

UNIFORM HEIGHT BOUND, ESTIMATES AWAY FROM BRANCH POINTS
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OF RAPID DECAY, AND UNIQUENESS OF TANGENT CONES

BRIAN KRUMMEL & NESHAN WICKRAMASEKERA

ABSTRACT. This work, together with [KrumWic-a] and [KrumWic-c|, forms a series of articles
devoted to an analysis of interior singularities of locally area minimizing n-dimensional rectifiable
currents 7' of codimension > 2, including a study of uniqueness of tangent cones and asymptotic
behaviour of T at typical (i.e. H" 2 a.e.) singular points, and the structure of the singular set
of T. In the present article we establish (in Section [2) a new height estimate for T', which says
that in a cylinder in the ambient space, the pointwise distance of 1" to a union of non-intersecting
planes is bounded from above, in the interior, linearly by the L? height excess of T relative to the
same union of planes, whenever appropriate smallness-of-excess conditions are satisfied. We use
this estimate and techniques inspired by the works [Sim93], [Wic14], [KrumWicI7] to establish (in
Sections Bl and [)) a decay estimate for 7" whenever, among other requirements, T is significantly
closer to a union of planes meeting along an (n — 2)-dimensional subspace than to any single plane.
Combined with [KrumWic-al Theorem 1.1], this decay estimate implies (in Section Bl two main
results: (a) T has a unique tangent cone at %"~ 2 a.e. point, and (b) the set of singular points of
T where T, upon scaling, does not decay rapidly to a plane is countably (n — 2)-rectifiable. In
particular, concerning branch points of T, the work here and in [KrumWic-a|] establishes the fact
that rapid decay to a unique tangent plane is the generic behaviour, in the sense that at H" 2 a.e.
branch point, 7" decays to a unique tangent plane and has planar frequency (or the order of contact
with the tangent plane) bounded below by 1 + « for some fixed o € (0, 1) depending only on n, m
and a mass upper bound for T'; the planar frequency exists, is uniquely defined and is finite by the
approximate monotonicity of the (intrinsic) planar frequency function introduced in [KrumWic-a).
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1. INTRODUCTION

This is the second part of our study of interior singularities of n-dimensional locally area mini-
mizing rectifiable currents in an open subset of R**™ for m > 2. In this introduction we shall focus
on the results established in the present article and their dependence on the first part [KrumWic-al
of the work, while describing the broader context only briefly. We refer the reader to the introduc-
tion to [KrumWic-a|] for a more detailed account of our overall approach including the main new
ideas and some historical context of the problem.

It is well known that when the codimension m > 2, unlike when m = 1, a locally area minimizing
rectifiable current 7' can have (interior) branch point singularities, i.e. non immersed points of
spt T'\spt T at which one tangent cone to T is supported on a plane. Non-branch-point singularities
of an area minimizer can be characterized as those points where every tangent cone is translation
invariant along a linear subspace of dimension at most n—2. By using this tangent cone criterion to
bound the size of the set of non-branch-point singularities, and by developing a number of pioneering
fundamental ideas to bound the size of the branch points separately, Almgren in [AIm83| established
that the Hausdorff dimension of the singular set of 7" is < n—2. (See also |[DelSpal4], [DelSpal6-I],
[DelSpal6-I1]). This is the sharp general Hausdorff dimension upper bound on the singular set.

Apart from the question of the size of the singular set, central in the study of singularities are
the questions of uniqueness of tangent cones at singular points, asymptotic nature of the current
on approach to singular points and the local structure of the singular set. While these questions for
area minimizers of dimension n = 2 have long been settled ([Whi83], [Cha88], [MicWhi95]), little
has been known in these directions when n > 3. Our work is aimed at addressing these questions
for general n (while, as it turn out, not relying on the size bound on the singular set—in fact while
providing, as a by product, a more efficient proof of the dimension bound than that of [AIm&83]).
A key difference in higher dimensions is that singular points need not be isolated.

The first step in our approach is to establish decay estimates for T’ at typical (i.e. H" 2 a.e.)
singular points, which we complete in the present article building on the work in [KrumWic-a].
These estimates imply, in particular, uniqueness of tangent cones to T at H" 2 a.e. point. They
also provide the basis for obtaining local structural properties of the singular set, which we establish
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here (in Theorem [[T]) and in [KrumWic-c|, as well as the basis for establishing the existence, at
H"~? a.e. branch point, of a unique higher order expansion for the current ([KrumWic-c]). The key
advantage of this way of proceeding is that once the decay estimates are in place, branch points can
be analysed based on the rate of decay towards the (unique) tangent plane, by constructing a single,
sufficiently regular center manifold that locally contains all branch points (of fixed density) where
the decay (to the tangent plane) is quadratic or faster in scale, and by analysing any other branch
points more simply without the need for a center manifold. As pointed out in [KrumWic-c] and
mentioned above, one also obtains, incidentally, a considerably streamlined proof of the Hausdorff
dimension bound on the singular set (for which not all of our decay estimates are necessary, and
in particular, no result from the present article is necessary).

We obtain these decay estimates by decomposing the singular set in a way different from the
decomposition based on the tangent cone type (namely, as branch points or non branch points)
considered in [AIm83]. Specifically, fixing an integer g > 2, we consider the set B, of points where
the current upon rescaling converges rapidly to a unique multiplicity ¢ tangent plane, and the
complementary set S, = sing, 7'\ B, where sing, T is the set of points Y with density ©(T,Y) = ¢.
With the help of a new, intrinsic frequency function introduced in [KrumWic-al, as well as certain
basic results from the initial parts of Almgren’s work (namely, the associated “linear theory”
i.e. the theory of Dirichlet energy minimizing multi-valued functions arising as blow-ups of area
minimizing currents converging to a plane, and the strong Lipschitz approximation theorem for area
minimizing currents that are weakly close to a plane), it is shown in [KrumWic-a, Theorem 1.1] that
S, satisfies a certain locally uniform approximation-by-non-planar-cones property. This property
says that for each point Zy € S, there is a number pz, > 0 such that for each Z € §; N szo (Zp)
and each scale 0 € (0,pz,), there is a non-planar cone Cz, (depending on Z and o) which
approximates 1" at scale o significantly better than any plane does. More precisely, [KrumWic-al
Theorem 1.1] asserts that for any given § € (0,1/2), there is a number a = a(n,m,q,5) € (0,1)
such that if we let B, = B,(3) be the set of points Z € spt T" for which the rescaled current 1z ,4 T
converges, in the L? sense, to a (unique) multiplicity ¢ tangent plane Pz at a rate o(p®), then for
every Zg € Sy = Sy(B) = sing, T \ By(B) and some pz, > 0, the following holds true: for each
Z € 8,N By, (Zy) and each o € (0, pz,), either we have

O_n2/ dist? (X,Z +sptCzq)d|T||(X)
Bs(2)

+o 2 / dist® (X, Z +spt T) d||C 2, ||(X)
B, /2(Z)\{Y :dist (Y,Z+S(Cz,,))<c/16}

< Binf o2 / dist?> (X, Z + P)d||T)| (%)
P o(2)

for some (not necessarily area minimizing and not necessarily unique) cone Cz ,, with dim S(Cz,) =
n — 2, made up of (at least two distinct) planes, or we have

(Y : O(T,Y) > ¢} NBo(2Z) C {Y : dist (Y, Z + L) < o} (%)

for some linear subspace L C R™"" of dimension < n — 3. Here S(Cz,) denotes the spine of Cz,,
i.e. the maximal dimensional linear subspace along which Cz, is translation invariant.

Of course any non-branch-point singularity with density ¢ is contained in S;(3). We emphasize
that we allow S;(8) to also contain branch points, and therein lies the most basic difference between
our approach and that of [AIm83]. While it follows more or less immediately from the two conditions
(%) and (x*) that there is v = v(n,m, g, 8) with v — 07 as 8 — 0T such that H" 27 (S5,(8)) = 0,
it is not at all clear from these two conditions alone whether the set of branch points in S;(3)
cannot have positive (n — 2)-dimensional Hausdorff measure. A main purpose of the present paper
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is to show that for an appropriate choice of the parameter 5 € (0,1) that depends only on n, m and
q, this is indeed the case, i.e. to show that there exists 8 = 3(n,m,q) € (0,1) such that any branch
points that may exist in Sy(f) must form an H"~2 null set. In fact our analysis gives much more.
It establishes that there exists 3 = 8(n,m,q) € (0,1) such that for H" 2-a.e. point Z € S,;(j),
the current 7' has a unique tangent cone Cz with dim S(Cz) = n — 2, and moreover that S;(f) is
(n—2)-rectifiable with locally finite (n — 2)-dimensional Hausdorff measure. These results, together
with the definition of B,(/3), then lead to the following theorem, which is the content of Theorem [5.2]
and Corollary (3] of the present work:

Theorem 1.1 (Theorem 5.2l and Corollary 5.3]). Let T' be an n-dimensional locally area minimizing
rectifiable current in an open set U C R"™™  and let singT denote the singular set of T.

(a) for H""2 a.e. point Z € sptT, the current T has a unique tangent cone Cyz of the form
Cy; = Z§:1 q;[P;] where p, qi,...,q, are integers > 1, and Py,..., P, are distinct n-
dimensional planes (all depending on Z); either p = 1 (i.e. Cz is supported on a single
plane) or there is an (n — 2)-dimensional subspace L with P; N\ P; = L for every i # j;

(b) we have that singT = BUS where:

(i) BNS = 0;
(i1) S is countably (n — 2)-rectifiable; and
(iii) for every point Z € B, T has a unique tangent cone at Z supported on an n-
dimensional plane Py to which the scaled current about Z decays rapidly in the fol-
lowing sense: for every compact set K C U there are numbers ax = a(K,T) € (0,1)
and Cxg = C(K,T) € (0,00) such that for every Z € B N K, the estimate

p_n—2/ dist*(X, Z + Pz) d||T||(X)
By (2)

g

2c
< Ok (ﬁ) * a—"—ﬂ/ dist®(X, Z + Pz)d|T||(X)
B, (2)
holds for some oz (depending on Z) and all p,o with0 < p <o < oy.

Our proof of the above theorem builds on, among other things, techniques from our previous
work [Wicl4], [KrumWic17] which in turn were inspired by the seminal work [Sim93] of L. Simon.
A fundamental new difficulty that needs to be overcome in the present setting however is the lack of
a regularity theorem, analogous to Allard’s regularity theorem used in [Sim93] or the (inductively
used) sheeting theorem established and used in [Wicl4], applicable to T. Explicit well-known
examples show that complete regularity (as in decomposition into smooth sheets with curvature
estimates, or even decomposition into locally Lipschitz graphs) is in fact false for area minimizers
of codimension > 2 lying close to a plane. What is needed however is not such complete regularity,
but to be able to argue that the current separates as a sum of disjoint (possibly still singular) pieces
whenever its L? distance to a union of disjoint planes (i.e. fine-excess) is significantly smaller than
its L? distance to any single plane (i.e. optimal coarse excess). This separation property indeed
holds for area minimizers, and is a direct consequence of a new height bound (Theorem below)
we here establish. This estimate says that whenever P is a sum of planes with support consisting
of planes that are disjoint in a cylinder, subject to appropriate small-excess and mass assumptions
on T and a measure of disjointness of the planes making up P (condition [[.T] below), the pointwise
distance of T" to spt P in a smaller cylinder is bounded from above linearly by a constant times the
L2-height excess of T relative to spt P. (It is a well known, easy consequence of the monotonicity
formula that such a bound holds in terms of a certain sublinear expression in height excess of T
relative to P, but this weaker version is inadequate for our purposes). This estimate is analogous to
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the well-known interior upper bound on the supremum of a solution to a uniformly elliptic equation
with bounded coefficients in terms of the L? norm of the solution.

Theorem 1.2 (Theorem 2TI5). For all integers q,s,p > 1 with p < s and all v € (0,1) and
k € (0,00), there exists eg = eo(n,m,q,s,7,k) € (0,1) such that if P = >0, s;[P] for n-
dimensional planes P; with orientation ﬁi, and integers s; > 1 with > © | s; = s, and if T is an
n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current in the cylinder C1(0) = B} (0) x R™ such
that, writing Py = R™ x {0},

(0T).C1(0) =0, mxT = q[B(0)],
1 - =209 2 5) 51
2on Joro, IT — Py|2d||T|| < €2, %1%;'3 — Ryl < e,

and either p=1 or p > 1 and

1.1 P — Pl < inf  dist(X, P
( ) | i J|—“X6P1201(0) 15( ) ])

for each 1 <i < j <p, then

sup dist?(X,spt P) < C dist?(X, spt P) d||T||(X)
Xespt TNCA(0) C1(0)

for some constant C = C(n,m,q, s, k,7) € (0,00).

If p =1 (i.e. when P consists of a single plane), this is a well-known result due to Allard ([AIL72])
and in that case it holds for any stationary intergral varifold in place of T. Our proof of the above
theorem for p > 2 builds on the case p = 1 and relies on a uniform interior C%® estimate for
Dirichlet energy minimizing g-valued functions due to [AImS83].

The paper is organized as follows: Section [2] is devoted to proving Theorem In Section 3]
using Theorem among other things, various a priori estimates analogous to those in [Sim93],
[Wicl4] are established for an area minimizing current 7. These estimates are valid whenever T
satisfies, for an appropriate choice of § = 3(n,m, ¢), condition () with o =1, Z = 0 and with Cz
equal to a some cone C made up of a union of planes and having dim S(C) = n—2, and additionally,
whenever T satisfies a certain no-large-gaps hypothesis on the singular set as in [Sim93]. The
corresponding estimates in [Sim93] are valid for stationary varifolds not necessarily satisfying an
area minimizing condition but required to belonging to a multiplicity 1 class; additionally, in place
of condition (x), in [Sim93] the varifold is assumed to have small excess relative to a cylindrical
cone C that lies close to a fixed (singular) cylindrical cone Cy in the class, and the constants in the
estimates are allowed to depend on Cy (in addition to n, m and a mass bound). In our setting, it
is important that the constants depend only on n, m and ¢ and in particular are independent of C.
In Section [ the estimates in Section [Blin conjunction with adaptations of ideas from [KrumWic17]
are used to establish a decay estimate for the fine blow-ups of sequences (7j) of area minimizing
currents satisfying (x) with 8 = 8; — 07 and with 0 =1, Z = 0 and Cy, equal to some cone C,
made up of a union of planes and having dim S(C;) = n — 2, as well as satisfying the no-large-gaps
condition with the gap size tending to zero. This blow-up analysis then leads to an excess decay
estimate (Theorem [4.15]) for an area minimizing current 7" satisfying, among other things, condition
(%) for an appropriate fixed f = f(n,m,q) € (0,1) and with ¢ =1, Z = 0 and Cz, equal to a
some cone C made up of a union of planes and having dim S(C) = n — 2. Finally, by combining
[KrumWic-al, Theorem 1.1] with this decay estimate, in Section Bl we obtain H" 2 a.e. uniqueness
of tangent cones to T" and (n — 2)-rectifiability of S,(5), arguing exactly as in [Sim93) Section 5].
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2. BOUNDING THE DISTANCE OF AN AREA MINIMIZING CURRENT TO A UNION OF
NON-INTERSECTING AFFINE PLANES LINEARLY IN TERMS OF ITS HEIGHT EXCESS RELATIVE
TO THE SAME PLANES

2.1. Notation and preliminaries. Throughout the paper, we shall adopt the same notation
as [KrumWic-a]. See Section 2 of [KrumWic-a] for a discussion of general notation, as well as
an overview of locally area-minimizing rectifiable currents and Dirichlet energy minimizing multi-
valued functions.

Let n,m be integers > 2. We shall express each point X € R"*™ as X = (z,y) where x € R"
and y € R™. For each Xo € R and p > 0 we let

B,(Xo) ={X e R"™™ | X — Xo| < p}.
For each zp € R™ and p > 0 we let
B,(x) = {z € R" : |[x — xo| < p},
C,(z0) = By(zg) x R™.
We shall often write Py = R"™ x {0}. Throughout we will let 7 : R"™™ — B denote the
orthogonal projection map onto Py and 7+ : R"*™ — POL denote the orthogonal projection map

onto the orthogonal complement POL of Py. We shall assume that P, is oriented by the n-vector
Py=ei ANeg A+ Aey, where eq, e, ..., e,1m is the standard basis for R™"T™,

Definition 2.1. For integers p, ¢ with 1 < p < ¢, let P, , denote the set of all n-dimensional
rectifiable currents P of R"™ which can be expressed as a sum of parallel planes in the form

(2.1) P = Z%[[Pz‘]],
=1

where ¢; > 1 are integers such that > % ;¢ = ¢, P, = R" x {a;} for distinct a; € R™ and P; is
oriented by the n-vector ]30 =ei1NeaAN---Ney. Let Py = ngl Pyp-

Definition 2.2. We associate each a = Y7 [a;] € Ay(R™) (where a; € R™, possibly repeating)
with P, = Y7 | [R" X {a;}] € Py.

Definition 2.3. For 1 < p < qand P € P, as in (ZI), we define

sep(P) = min |a; — aj width(P) = max |a; — a;].
i#j i#j

If P € P, 1, we define sep(P) = oo and width(P) = 0.

Definition 2.4. Let ¢ > 1 be an integer, g € R", and p > 0. Let T be an n-dimensional locally
area-minimizing rectifiable current in C,(x¢) such that (07).C,(z9) = 0 and let P € P,. The
height excess of T' relative to P in C,(x) is given by

1
2

1

E(T,P,Cp(x0)) = <m

/ dist? (X, spt P)d||T\|(X)>
Cp(mo)

Definition 2.5. Let z9p € R” and p > 0. Let T' be an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing
rectifiable current in C,(zg) such that (0T).C,(xo) = 0 and sup ey dist(X, Py) < oo. The
(oriented) tilt excess E(T, C,(xg)) (of T relative to [Py]) is given by

_ ITI(Cp(@0))  |Im4TII(Cp(@0))

Wpp™ Wpp™

(2.2) E(T, Cp(0))?
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Notice that by the constancy theorem [Sim83, Theorem 26.27]
(2.3) T4 T = q[By(o)]

for some integer constant g. Here ¢ can be zero, positive in the case that mxT" is oriented by ]30, or

negative in the case that w471 is oriented by —Py. Often we will assume that ¢ > 0 since otherwise
we can replace T with —T'. Assuming ¢ > 0, by [Fed69l 5.3.1]

1 L.
o [T B,
n
2wnp™ J,(wo)
where T is the orienting n-vector of T. Moreover, by ([Z2) and (23),

_ITI(Cl0))
Wpp™

E(T, Cp(w0))?

E(T, CP(xO))Q

or equivalently,
(2.4) ITI(Cp(o)) = (a+ E(T, Cp(w0))?) wrp™.
As a straightforward consequence of the monotonicity formula, we can often show that ¢ # 0.

Lemma 2.6. Lety € (0,1), xg € R", and p > 0. Let T be an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing
rectifiable current of C,(xo) such that

(OT)LCp(z0) = 0, sup dist(X, Fy) < oo, E(T,Cpy(zp)) < (1 =)™
XesptT

Then either TLC,,(xg) = 0 or there exists a nonzero integer q such that [23) holds true.

Proof. See [KrumWic-al, Lemma 2.7]. O

Lemma 2.7. Let xg € R" and p > 0. Let T be an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable
current of C,(xg) such that for some integer ¢ > 0

(OT)Cylzo) =0,  sup dist(X,Py) < o0, 74T = q[By(zo)l, E(T,Cplz0)) < 1.
XesptT

Suppose that for i € {1,2,..., N} there are n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable cur-
rents T; of C,(xo) such that

N
(0T)-Cylwo) =0 for alli, T=>» T, TN = Il
i i=1

Then for each i € {1,2,...,N} there exist an integer q¢; > 0 such that w4T; = ¢;[B,(x0)] and
Z@']\L1 9 =q-

Proof. Let i € {1,2,...,N}. By the constancy theorem, there exist an integer ¢; such that 74 7; =
¢[Bpy(zo)]. We have that g; > 0 since

T;|[(C,(x 1 [
—g < WD L[ F o AP <
wnp Cp(:vo

Wnp" = 2wy p"

| m-Apam<i,
C1(0)
where T is the orientation n-vector of T and f|spt 1, orients T;. Clearly Zfil qi =q. ]

The following elementary “coarse” upper bound for distance will be used in the proof of our
main distance estimates.
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Lemma 2.8. Let ¢ > 1 be an integer and v € (0,1). If P € P, and T is an n-dimensional locally
area-minimaizing rectifiable current in C1(0) with (0T).C1(0) = 0 such that

1 1 — ~y n+2
— dist?(X,spt P) d||T||(X) < <—> :
W, C1(0) 2
then
1 n«lr2
sup  dist(X,sptP) <2 — / dist? (X, spt P) d||T|(X) .
X espt TNC~(0) Wn JCy(0)
Proof. See [KrumWic-al, Lemma 2.6] (with K = sptP). O

The following Lipschitz and harmonic approximation results due to Almgren ([Alm83]) will play
an important role in our distance estimates.

Theorem 2.9 (Almgren’s strong approximation theorem). For each v € (0,1) there exists ¢ =
e(n,m,q,7v) > 0 such that the following holds true. Let zo € R™ and p > 0. Let T be an n-
dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current of C,(xo) such that such that

(OT).Cp(zg) =0, sup dist(X,Py) < oo, muT =q[By(x0)], & =E(T,Cp(x0)) <e,
Xespt

where m is the orthogonal projection map onto Py. Then there exists a Lipschitz q-valued function
u: By,(xg) = Ag(R™) and a closed set K C B,(xo) such that

(2.5) Lipu < C&Y, TL(K xR™) = (graphu). (K x R™),
L(Byp(w0) \ K) + [TI[((Byp(z0) \ K) x R™) < CEXp",

and

S C52+Oépn

1
(2.6) nlop)" €T, Coploo)) 5 [ |Duf
Bw(ﬂﬁo)

for all 0 < o <=, where C = C(n,m,q,7) € (0,00) and o = a(n,m,q) € (0,1) are constants.

Proof. See [Alm83l Corollary 3.29] or [DelSpal4, Theorem 2.4]. O

Theorem 2.10 (Harmonic approximation theorem). For every n > 0 and v € (0,1) there exists
e = e(n,m,q,v,nm) > 0 such that the following holds true. Let xy € R™ and p > 0. Let T be an
n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current of C,(xo) such that
(0T)LCy(xg) =0, sup dist(X, Ry) < oo, muT =q[By(x0)], &€ =E(T,Cp,(z0)) <e,
Xespt
where m is the orthogonal projection map onto Py. Let u : By,(xg) = Ag(R™) be the Lipschitz

approximation of T as in Theorem [2.9. Then there exists a Dirichlet energy minimizing q-valued
function w : By,(x9) = Ag(R™) such that

1

1
27) [ Gwwrs [ (Dul-Du)? < e,
P 2 Bryp(zo0) P Boyp(zo

Proof. This is [AIm83, Theorem 3.33] or [DelSpald, Theorem 2.6] with obvious modifications. [

We will also need the following estimate that bounds (oriented) tilt excess from above by the
height excess.
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Lemma 2.11. Letvy € (0,1), xg € R™, and p > 0. If T is an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing
rectifiable current of C,(xg) such that

(0T)L.C (o) = 0, sup dist(X, Py) < 1,
Xespt TNC,(z0)

then
. 1/2
E(T, C,yp(20)) gc( M/ distQ(X,Po)dHTH(X)>
P Cp(wo)

for some constant C' = C(n,m,q,7) € (0,00).

Proof. This is [KrumWic-a, Lemma 2.8] which is essentially the same as [HarSim79, Lemma 3.2].
g

2.2. Statements of the main estimates. The conclusion of Lemma 2.8 is too coarse to use in
practice. More useful would be a bound, for the L*-distance of T' to a sum of planes P, that is
linear in the height excess of T" with respect to P, or linear in the tilt excess of T relative to Fp.
We establish both of these in our main results Theorem and Theorem 2.131

Theorem 2.12. For each integer ¢ > 1 and v € (0,1) there exists g = eo(n,m,q,v) € (0,1) such
that if T is an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current in C1(0) such that

(2.8) (3T)LC1(0) =0, sup diSt(X, PO) < 00, W#T = q[[Bl(O)]], g(T, Cl(O)) < €9,

XesptT
then there exists P € Py such that
(2.9) sup dist(X,spt P) < CE(T, C1(0)),
Xespt TNC,(0)

where C' = C(n,m,q,v) € (0,00) is a constant.

Theorem 2.13. For all integers q,s > 1 and vy € (0,1) there exists g = eo(n,m,q,s,7y) € (0,1)
such that if T' is an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current in C1(0), P € Py and
if

(2.10) (8T)L01(0) =0, sup diSt(X, Po) < 00, 7T#T = q[[Bl(O)]], g(T, 01(0)) < €o,
XesptT

then

(2.11) sup dist?(X,spt P) < C dist?(X,spt P) d||T'||(X),
X espt TNC-~(0) C1(0)

where C' = C(n,m,q,s,v) € (0,00) is a constant.
Theorem [2.13] can be used to deduce a more general estimate (Theorem 2.15] below) in which

the planes making up P are non intersecting but not necessarily parallel to Fy. We introduce the
following notation first:

Definition 2.14. For positive integers 1 < p < s, Il ;, denote the set of all n-dimensional rectifiable
currents P which can be expressed as a sum of planes

(2.12) P = isi[[Pi]L

where p > 1 and s; > 1 are integers such that Y ©_; s; = s and P; are distinct n-dimensional planes
of R™™™ oriented by n-vectors ﬁz We let 11, = U;:1 1T, .
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Theorem 2.15. For all integers ¢ > 1 and 1 < p < s and ally € (0,1) and k € (0,00), there exists
g0 = eo(n,m,q,s,7v,k) € (0,1) such that if P € Il;, (as in (2I2)) and T is an n-dimensional
locally area-minimizing rectifiable current in C1(0) such that

(2.13) (0T).C1(0) =0,  sup dist(X, ) < oo, wxT =q[B1(0)],
XesptT
1 L L.
2 _ _ B2 2 ‘_
er 0 =g [ - RPAIT) <d o B Rl <o

and either p=1 or p > 1 and

2.14 P - P < inf  dist(X, P;
( ) |Pi ]‘_KXGP?%CI(O) ist(X, j)

for each i,5 € {1,2,...,p} with i # j, then

(2.15) sup dist?(X,spt P) < C dist?(X, spt P) d||T|(X)
Xespt TNCA(0) C1(0)

for some constant C = C(n,m,q, s,k,7) € (0,00).

2.3. L*°-distance estimate in terms of tilt excess relative to a plane. In this section
we prove Theorem The proof is based on a controlled growth estimate for the tilt excess
(Lemma [2.16]), which follows from a growth estimate for the Dirichlet energy of a Dirichlet energy
minimizing multi-valued function, established in [Alm83, Theorem 2.13]. We combine this with a
Poincaré type inequality (Lemma [2.I7]), and iteratively apply both results as long as the tilt excess
E(T,C,(&)) remains small. At scales where £(T', C,(§)) is no longer small, we use the coarse bound
given by Lemma 2.8l

Lemma 2.16 (Controlled growth of tilt excess). For every 6 € (0,1/8) there exists 1 = €1(n,m,q,0) €
(0,1) such that the following holds true. Let xy € R™ and p > 0. Let T be an n-dimensional locally
area-minimizing rectifiable current of C,(xo) such that

(2.16) (OT)LCp(z0) = 0, sup dist(X, Fy) < oo,
XesptT

4T = q[B,(x0)], E=E(T,Cy(z0)) < e1.
Then
(2.17) E(T, Cplir0)) < COMLE(T, C, (1)
for some constants C' = C(n,m,q) € (0,00) and p = p(n,m,q) € (0,1) (independent of 6).
Proof. Without loss of generality assume that zp = 0 and p = 1. Let n = n(n,m,q,0) € (0,1)
and g1 = €1(n,m,q,0,n) > 0 to be later determined. Let T' be an n-dimensional locally area-
minimizing rectifiable current of C;(0) such that (2.I6]) holds true. Set &€ = £(T,C1(0)). Assuming
g1 is sufficiently small, T" has a Lipschitz approximation u : By/4(0) — A4(R™) as in Theorem 2.9]

with v = 1/4 and a harmonic approximation w : Bj/4(0) — Ay (R™) as in Theorems .10 with
v =1/4. By [AIm83 Theorem 2.13], there exists u = p(n,m,q) € (0,1) such that

62" / |Dw|? < 47— 2+2up20 / | Dw|?.
By(0) B1/4(0)
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Thus by (2.7),
0—"/ |Duf? < 29—"/ |Dwl|? + 27~ "E?
By(0) By(0)
<2. 4n—2+2u02u—2/ ‘Dw‘Z + 2?70—7152
B1,4(0)
< 4n—1+2u02u—2/ ’DU‘Z +4n—1+2u7702u—2€2 +2770—n€2
B1,4(0)

Choose n = n(n,m,q,0) € (0,1) so that (4" 1+ 4 §2~"=24)y < ,. Then provided &1 =
e1(n,m,q,0) is sufficiently small

9”/ |Du|2 < 4n1+2,u92,u2/ |Du|2 _}_92#72(&}”52‘
Bg(0) B15(0)

By (2.6),
a—"/ 7~ B2 d| T ge—n/ |Duf? + Cong>
0(0) By(0)

< CoH? / |Dul® + 0722 4 Co—re*te
B18(0)

< COH2E2 L P22 4 2282 4 et
< (3C +1)6%+2g2,

where C' = C(n,m,q) € (0,00) and a = a(n,m,q) € (0,1) are constants and we assumed &1 =
e1(n,m,q,0) is small enough that £ < e§ < 1 and 627 "2HEY < 27— 21eq < 1. O

Lemma 2.17 (Poincaré-type inequality). For each v € (0,1) there exists e = e2(n,m,q,7v) > 0
such that the following holds true. Let xg € R™ and p > 0. Suppose that T is an n-dimensional
locally area-minimizing rectifiable current in C,(xo) such that
(2.18) (0T)LC,(xg) = 0, sup dist(X, Fy) < oo,
XesptT
4T = q[Bp(xo)], E=E(T,Cy(z0)) < ea.

Let u : B(14y)p/2(70) — Ag(R™) and K C B(11+),/2(w0) be as in Theorem 2.9 with (1 +v)/2 in
place of v. Then there exists a € Ay(R™) such that

(2.19) p_"_Q/ dist?(X,spt P,) d||T|(X) + p_"_Q/ G(u,a)? < CE(T, Cy(x0))?
Cyp(z0) Byp(z0)

for some constant C = C(n,m,q,7) € (0,00), where P, € P, is the sum of planes associated with
a as in Definition [2.2

Proof. Without loss of generality assume zop = 0 and p = 1. Let g3 = e2(n,m,q,v) € (0,1)
be a small constant to be later determined. Let 7' be an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing
rectifiable current of C1(0) such that (ZI8]) holds true. Set & = £(T',C1(0)). Let u : B(144/2(0) —
A (R™) and K C B(144)/2(0) be as in Theorem 2.9 with (1 ++)/2 in place of 7. By the Poincaré
inequality [DelSpalll Proposition 2.12], there exists a € A,(R™) such that

(2.20) / G(u,a)®> < C | Dul?
B(14+)/2(0) B(14+)/2(0)
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where C'= C(n,m,q,7) € (0,00) is a constant. Let P, € P, be the sums of planes associated with
a as in Definition By (26,

(2.21) / |Du|? < C(n) &

B(14+)/2(0)
provided &5 is sufficiently small. By (2.3]) and the area formula (see (2.29) and (2.28) of [KrumWic-al)
(2.22) / dist2(X, spt P,) d|| T (X) < 2 / G(u, a)?

KxR™ B(1+’Y)/2(0)
provided &5 is sufficiently small. By (2.22)), (220), and (2:21]),
(2.23) / dist2(X, spt P,) d|T|(X) < C€2,
K xR™

(2.24) / G(u,a)? < CE?

B(14+)/2(0)

for some constant C' = C(n,m,q,7) € (0,00).

Suppose that
dist(Z,spt Py) > 1 — 7~

for some Z € spt TN C,(0). Then by the monotonicity formula and the fact that ||T'[|((B(14)/2(0)\
K) x R™) < CE?T* (as in (Z.5),

/ dist?(X,spt P,) d||T||(X) > / dist?( X, spt P,) d||T'||(X)
K xRm B (1_~)/2(Z)N(K xR™)

. 2
> (152) IT1Ba-ya(2)n (5 x R™)

1—7 2 o
> (352) (10 2(2)) - c8*)
n+2
wn <1_T7) — cgta

which, provided e is sufficiently small, contradicts (2.23]). Therefore

A\

(2.25) sup dist(X,spt P,) <1 —~.
Xespt TNC,(0)

By (225)) and the fact that || T(|((B(4y)2(0) \ K) x R™) < CE*Fe,

(2.26) dist?(X,spt P,) d||T|(X) < CE*H

/(Bw(o)\K)me
for some constant C' = C(n,m,q,v) € (0,00). By [223]), (2.206]), and (2.24), we obtain (219). O

Proof of Theorem [Z12. Let g9 = eo(n,m,q,v) € (0,1) to be later determined. Choose 6 =
O(n,m,q) € (0,1/8) so that CH*? < 1, where p and C are as in Lemma Suppose that
T is an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current of C;(0) such that (Z8]) holds
true. Let u : Bgy)/4(0) = Ag(R™) and K C B(34,)/4(0) be the Lipschitz approximation of T" as
in Theorem 29 with g = 0, p = 1, and (3++)/4 in place of . Provided ¢y is sufficiently small, by
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Lemma 217 (with (1 4+ v)/2 in place of ) there exists a € A, (R™) and associated sum of planes
P € P, as in Definition such that

(2.27) / dist?(X,spt P) d||T||(X) +/ G(u,a)? < CLE(T, C1(0))?
Cat)/2(0) B(14+)/2(0)

for some constant C, = Ci(n,m,q,v) € (0,00). Notice that if £(T,C;(0)) = 0, then by (2.27) we
must have that

spt TN C(144)2(0) C spt P
thereby proving the theorem. Hence we may assume that £(7, C1(0)) > 0.

Let ig > 1 be the integer such that

(2.28) 0 /2=1g(T, C1(0)) < &g
for all i € {0,1,2,...,ip — 1} and
(2.29) go/2=D) (T, C1(0)) > .

Note that by the assumption (2.8), ([2.28]) holds true for i« = 0. Moreover, since (T, C1(0)) > 0,
(229) holds true for some ig. Fix any £ € B,(0). We claim that for each i € {0,1,2,...,ip}

9 n/2 . B
(230) €(T7 CGi(lffy)/Q(g)) < <:> 0 (/2 1)5(T,C1(O))
Notice that when i = 0,
1 - o
E(T,C_y2(8) = / T — P|?d||T
( (1=)/2(8)) 2w, ((1 —7)/2)™ c(l,yw(g)’ ol d|IT]
< — S
S ST o [ A= (525) e ci0

proving (230) with ¢ = 0. Suppose that for some i € {0,1,2,...,iy — 1} we know that (Z30) holds
true. Then by ([2.28]) and (2.30),
2

n/2 ) 2 n/2
(2_31) E(T, Cei(l_,y)/Q(é.)) < (:) QZ(M/Q—l)E(T,Cl(O)) < (—1 — "Y) €0-

Hence provided gg is sufficiently small, by Lemma and (2.30),
92 n/2
E(T, Cpir(1—y)/2(£)) < 0 71E(T, Chi1_p12(€)) < (ﬁ) U2 eg(T, Cy(0)),
thereby proving that (2.30]) holds true with 7 + 1 in place of 7.

Recall that (231]) holds true for all s € {0,1,2,...,ip — 1} and observe that

—n -n 2 "
E(T, Cyio(1—2(£)) < O7"2E(T, Cig-1(1_ 2 (€)) < 077 (ﬁ) €0-

Hence provided &g is sufficiently small, for each i € {1,2,...,i0} we can let u; : Bygi(1_)/s(§) —
Ag(R™) and K; C Bsgi(1-)/5(€) be as in Theorem 29 with &, 6°(1—~)/2, 3/4, u;, and K; in place
of zg, p, v, u, and K. By Lemma 217 (with v = 1/2), for each i € {1,2,...,ip}, there exists
a; € Ay(R™) and associated sum of planes P; € P, as in Definition such that

1 ) 1 2
n oi(1-)/4(8) n o1 (1-)/4(8)

< CE(T, Cyig_ja(€))* < Co¥w/2=De(T, C1(0))?,

1=y
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where C = C(n,m,q,7v) € (0,00) are constants. When i = 0, let up = u be the Lipschitz
approximation of T in C(3+y)/4(0) and K = K as chosen above. Let a = ag and Py = P be
as chosen above so that (2.27)) holds true. Provided ¢ is sufficiently small, by (23] for each
i €{0,1,2,... ig— 1}

(2.33) L"({x € Bpit1(1-4)a(§) : uix) # tig1(x)}) < L™ Birr(1-r)74(§) \ (Ki U Kigq))
L[

24apin 24+apin 1 _’7) 9i+1 "
< CE(T, Cyi12(§)* 0™ < CeFT0™ < Sun( )

where C' = C'(n,m,q,7) € (0,00) and o = a(n,m,q) € (0,1) are constants. Thus by the triangle

inequality, (Z21), [Z32), and (Z33),

C

(234) Q(ai,ai+1)2 < m g(ui-i-l;ai)Q

/Bgi+1(1,y)/4(f)ﬁ{uiui+1}
C

+ IS g(uz‘+17ai+1)2

/Bgi+1 (1= 1@ ui=tit1}

C C
Bei(l—w)/4(£) Bei+1(1,w/4(§)

< CHME(T, C1(0))?,

where C' = C(n,m,q,7v) € (0,00) are constants. By applying (Z34]) using the triangle inequality,
for each integer i € {0,1,2,...,4},

i—1 i—1
(2.35) Glai,a) <Y Glag,apr) < Y COMPE(T,Cy(0) < CE(T, C1(0)),
k=0 k=0

where C = C(n,m,q,v) € (0,00) are constants. By 2.27)), (232)), and ([2.28)), for each i €
{0,1,2,...,ip},

b
w0 +2) [

provided eg is sufficiently small, where C' = C(n,m,q,v) € (0,00) are constants. Thus by
Lemma 2.8 (with 1/2, 7 o) i(1—y)/a# T, and P; in place of v, T, and P) and (2.32]), for each
i€10,1,2,... i),

_ n+2
dist? (X, spt P;) d| T|(X) < CO% 0/ V(T C1(0))* < Ocf < <11—67>

0i(1—)/4(6)

1

1 n+2
(2.36) sup dist(X,spt P;) < 2 (— / dist? (X, spt Pi)d||T\|(X)>
C

Xespt Tﬁcgi(l_ﬂ/)/g(f) Wn 01'(1—7)/4(0

Gt 2
< CO'n+2E(T, C1(0))n+2,

where C' = C(n,m,q,7) € (0,00) is a constant.
Now fix 9 = £9(n, m, q,7y) small enough for the above discussion to hold true. By (2.29),

g < <M>llu/2

€0
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Hence by (2.36])

(2.37) sup dist(X, spt P;,) < CGiO%E(T, (31(0))7%2
Xespt Tmceio(lﬂ)/s(g)

#.m+i 1
< CE(T, C1(0)) 1-r/2 nt2 Tnsz = CE(T, C1(0)) =172,
where C' = C(n,m,q,7) € (0,00) are constants. By the triangle inequality, (230]), and (237,

sup dist(X, spt P)
Xespt TNC

070 (1—~)/8 )

< sup dist(X,spt P;,) + sup dist(X,sptP)
Xespt Tmce,-o(l_v)/g(g) Xespt Py

< sup dist(X, spt Py, ) + G(a;,,a) < CE(T, C1(0)),

Xespt TﬁC@,'O(l_’Y)/8 €3]

where C' = C(n,m,q,7) € (0,00) is a constant, thereby proving (Z.9)). dJ

Remark 2.18. Let P be as in Theorem and let a € A,(R™) be the point associated with P
as in Definition Then by Theorem

(2.38) sup dist(X,spt P) < Co&(T, C1(0))
Xespt TNC,(0)

for some constant Cy = Cy(n,m,q,v) € (0,00). Let
N
{X e R™™ : dist(X,spt P) < 2Co&(T, C1(0))} = | JR™ x U
i=1

where {U;} is a collection of mutually disjoint, connected, open subsets of R™ (and Cj is as in
(Z235)). Then by (1),
N
T C,(0) =Y T, where T;=TL(By(0)x U
i=1
and T; are locally area-minimizing rectifiable currents with (07;).C,(0) = 0. By the constancy
theorem

(2.39) w4 Ty = 4B, (0)]
for some integers ¢; with Zf\il ¢; = q. Provided ¢ is sufficiently small, by Lemma [2.7] we have that
q; > 0 for each i € {1,2,..., N}. Moreover, by Lemma[2Z8] ¢; = 0 if and only if spt T;NC, ;(0) = 0.
We claim that provided P satisfies (2.27]) and (2:38]) holds true for Cy = Cy(n,m,q,~) sufficiently
large, we can guarantee that ¢; > 0 for all 7. To see this, let u : B(31)/4(0) = Ay(R™) and K be

as in Theorem 2.9 with 29 = 0, p = 1, and (3+~)/4 in place of . Provided ¢ is sufficiently small,
by [2.27) and (Z.5]) there exists a set Q C K N B, /5(0) with £"(2) > wn(7/2)" and

(2.40) G(u(z),a) < C&(T,C1(0)) for all z € Q,

where Cy = /% (for Cy as in (2.27])). For each z € Q let u(x) = Y_7_, [u;(z)] where u;(x) €
R™. For each i € {1,2,..., N} there is a plane Py;y = R" x {ay;)} of P in R” x U;. By ([2.40), for
each i € {1,2,..., N} and = € (Q there exists j(i) € {1,2,...,q} such that X = (z,u;; (7)) € sptT
and

dist(X, Pp(i)) < |uj) (@) — aggpy| < G(u(z), a) < C2E(T, C1(0)).
Hence provided we take Cj in (2.38]) to be large enough that Cy < 2Cy (where Cy is as in (2.40)),
X € sptT; N C,5(0). Therefore, ¢; > 0 in 2.39) for all i € {1,2,...,N}.
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2.4. L*°-distance estimate in terms of height excess relative to parallel planes. In this
section we prove Theorem .13l In the special case that spt P is a single plane, Theorem 2.13] is
a well-known consequence of estimates for subharmonic functions on minimal submanifolds, first
established in [All72] (see Lemma 219 below). Here we focus on the case where P consists of two
or more planes.

The proof of Theorem 2.I3] proceeds by double induction on ¢ and s. We find two planes of P
which are a distance sep P apart and remove one of them to form P. We may assume that the
L?-distance of T to P is much smaller than sep P, otherwise the conclusion (ZIT]) readily follows by
induction. Using the induction hypothesis, we show that T" separates into locally area-minimizing
rectifiable currents T; (possibly zero) near the planes of P. If T separates into two or more non-zero
locally area-minimizing rectifiable currents 73, then by induction we again obtain ([ZI1]). (Notice
that for instance spt P might consist of three planes Py, P», P3 with T separating into a multiplicity
two current 77 near P; and a multiplicity one current 75 near P», P3. To treat this possibility,
we allow the number of planes of P to be s > ¢). If on the other hand the distance of T" to a
single plane P; of P is < C'sep P, by a blow-up argument (see Lemma [2.20]) we see that since the
L?-distance of T to P is much smaller than sep P, the tilt excess of T is also much smaller than
sep P. Thus by Theorem 2.12] there is a sum-of-planes Q such that the L>°-distance of T to Q is
much smaller than sep P. One can show that the distance of P to Q is much smaller than sep P.
Thus T separates into locally area-minimizing rectifiable currents near each plane of P and (2.11))
follows again.

Lemma 2.19. If T is an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current in C1(0) such
that (8T).C1(0) = 0 and T.C,(0) # 0 and if P is an n-dimensional affine plane in R™™™ then

sup  dist*(X,P) < C dist?(X, P) d||T||(X)
Xespt TNCA(0) C1(0)

for some constant C' = C(n,m,~) € (0,00).

Proof. Without loss of generality assume sptT" € P. Choose an orthonormal basis vy, va, ..., 1y, for
the orthogonal complement P+ of P. For 0 < § < fCI(O) dist?(X, P) d||T||(X), let ¢5: R — [0, 00)

be a smooth convex function such that ¢s(t) = 0 if [¢] < §/2 and ¢s(t) = |t| — d if [t| > 26.
Noting that by [All72] Lemma 7.5(3)] fi(z) = ¢s(v; - ) is subharmonic on the stationary varifold
V = |T| associated with T' (see [KrumWic-al, Section 2.3]), apply [AIlI72] Theorem 7.5(6)] to f; for
i=1,2,...,m. 0

Lemma 2.20. For all integers ¢ > 1 and s > 2, and for all v € (0,1), A € (0,00) and n € (0,1),
there exist € = e(n,m, q,s,7,A,n) € (0,1) and B8 = B(n,m,q,s,v,A,n) € (0,1) such that if P € P
and T is an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current in C1(0) such that

(2.41) (OT)LC1(0) =0, sup dist(X,FPy) <oo, wxT =¢q[B1(0)], &(T,Ci(0)) <e,
XesptT

(2.42) widthP < AsepP,

(2.43) / dist?(X,spt P) d||T||(X) < 5%(sep P)?,
Cl(O)

where w is the orthogonal projection map onto Py, then

(2.44) E(T,C,(0)) < nsepP.

Proof. Fix n € (0,1) and the integers ¢ > 1 and s > 2. Suppose to the contrary that for k =
1,2,3,... there are g, — 07, B — 0T, n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable currents
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T}, in C1(0), and Py € Py such that (2.41), (2.42)), and ([2.43]) hold true with ey, B, Tk, P in place
of ,8,T,P but

(2.45) E(Ty, C,(0)) > nsep Py.
Note that since £(Tj, C,(0)) — 0, ([245]) implies that sep Py, — 0.
We have that Py = Y7 | [R" x {ay;}] for some ap = > ;_[ar ] € As(R™) associated with Py,
as in Definition By translating, assume that aj; = 0. Then by (2.42])
(2.46) lagi| < Asep Py,

forall k € {1,2,3,...} and i € {1,2,...,s}. Note that Py = R" x {a,1}. By the triangle inequality,
2.4), 2.42), and 2.43)
/ dist?(X, Py) d||T||(X) < 2/ dist?(X, spt Py.) d||T||(X)
C1(0) C1(0)
+2(q 4 1)wy, (width Pg)? < C(sep Py)?
for some constant C' = C'(n,q,A) € (0,00). Hence by Lemma [Z19]

(2.47) sup dist(X, Py) < C'sep Py,
Xespt TkﬂC(7+W)/8(O)

for some constant C' = C(n,m, q) € (0,00). By Lemma ZTT],
(248) 5(Tk, C(3+,y)/4(0)) < Csep Pk
for some constant C' = C(n,m,q,7) € (0,00).

For each sufficiently large k let up : B(144)/2(0) — Ag(R™) and Ki C B(144)/2(0) be as in
Theorem and wy @ B(144)2(0) = Ay(R™) be as in Theorems ZT0 with 29 = 0, p = 1, and
n = 1/k and with %, Tk, ug, Ki, and wy in place of v, T, u, K, and w. By (2.47)) and truncating
uy, if necessary we may assume that
(2.49) sup  |ug| < Csep Py

B(14+)/2(0)
for some constant C' = C(n,m,q,7) € (0,00). For each x € B(4,)2(0) we write ug(z) =

7 [uk,i(z)] where ug,;(z) € R™ and we write wy(z) = Y ¢ [wki(z)] where wy;(z) € R™.
We let sptay = {ak.1,...,ars} denote the set of all values of a;. By the area formula, (2.3]), (2.45),
(2.49), and @2.43),

q

(2.50) /
B(14+)/2(0) Z

=1

q

dist? (uy ;(x), spt ag) dz = / Z dist?((x, ugi(z)), spt Py) d
B14+)/2(0) j=1

<

/ dist? (X, spt P) d]| Ti | (X) + C(sep Py)*
(B(14+)/2(0)\K}) xR™

< Br(sep Pk)2 + C(sep Pk)4+°‘,

where C' = C'(n,m,q,7v) € (0,00) and o = a(n, m, q) € (0, 1) are constants. By (2.1), (248)), (249)),
and (230,

(2.51) lim sup

1 / 2
S — lwi|* < C,
koo (5ePPR)? Jp 000

1 q
(2.52) lim ——— / dist? (wy, ;(x),spt ax) dz = 0,
k—o0 (Sep Pk)2 B(14+)/2(0) 121
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where C'= C(n,m,q,v) € (0,00) is a constant. By (2.5]]) and the compactness of Dirichlet energy
minimizing g-valued functions, after passing to a subsequence wy/(sep P) — w uniformly in B, (0)
for some Dirichlet energy minimizing function w : B,(0) — Ag(R™).

By (2Z.46), after passing to a subsequence for each i there exists a; € R™ such that ay, ;/(sep Py) —
a;. Seta =7 [a] € A;(R™). By [252), sptw(z) C spta for each z € B,(0), where sptw(z)
and spta denote the set of all values of w(x) and a. Since w is continuous on B,(0) and spta is
a finite set, w must be a constant function on B,(0). By the continuity of Dirichlet energy under
uniform limits of Dirichlet energy minimizing g-valued functions [DelSpalll Proposition 3.20], since
wy/(sep Py) converge uniformly to the constant function w in B, (0),

1
limi/ Dwk2:/ Dw|? = 0.
koo (sep Px)? /. (0) D] B,(0) [Dal

By @2.6), @1), and @2.48),

2wy E(T), C . . 1
lim wny" E(T 27(0)) = lim 72/ |Duk|2 = lim 72/ |Dwk|2 =0,
k—o00 (Sep Pk) k—o00 (Sep Pk) B.,(0) k—r00 (sep Pk) B, (0)

~

thereby showing that (2:44]) must hold true for all sufficiently large k, contrary to assumption. [J

Proof of Theorem [213. We shall proceed by double induction on ¢ and s. In the case s = 1,
Theorem 2.I3] holds true by Lemma 2191 Suppose that go > 1 and sg > 1 are integers such that

(H1) Theorem 213 holds true if ¢ € {1,2,...,q0 — 1} and s € {1,2,...,s0} and
and either (i) go =1 or (ii) go > 1 and
(H2) Theorem 213 holds true if ¢ = gp and s € {1,2,...,s0 — 1}.

Let T' be an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current in C;(0) such that (2.10)
holds true with ¢ = gp and let P € Py,.

Notice that we may assume that P consists of exactly sg distinct planes, since otherwise there
is a plane in Pg,_; with the same support as P and thus by (H2), (ZI1]) holds true. Express P =
S50 [P;] and assume that Py, 1 and Py, are a distance sep P apart. Set P = Y% ' [P] € Py,
so that

(2.53) spt P C spt P,

(2.54) sup dist(X,spt P) = sep P.
XesptP

Set

1/2
H:/ dist?(X,spt P)d|T||(X) | .
C1(0)

If H = 0 then spt T" C spt PC spt P and we have nothing further to prove. Thus we may assume
that H > 0.

Let 8 = B(n,m,qo, s0,7) € (0,1) to be later determined. If

| st (st ) dT(X) > Flsep PP,
Cl(O)
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then by the triangle inequality, (2.4)), and (2.54])

/ dist2(X, spt B) d|| T (X) < 2 / dist(X, spt P) d|| T]|(X) + 2(go + 1)wn(sep P)?
C1(0) C1(0)
c

< 7 dist*(X, spt P) d|| T (X)

C1(0)
for some constant C' = C(n, qp) € (0,00). Hence by (H2) we can apply Theorem [2Z.13] together with

[2353) to obtain

sup dist?(X,spt P) < sup dist?(X, spt f’)
Xespt TNCA(0) Xespt TNC,(0)

<o [ a0 < 5 [ i st )7 ().
C1(0) 5% Jeio

where C' = C(n,m,qo, s0,7) € (0,00) are constants, thereby proving (Z.I1). Therefore, for the
remainder of the proof we may assume that

(2.55) / dist?(X,spt P) d||T||(X) < B*(sep P)%.
C1(0)
Note that by the triangle inequality, ([2.54]), and (2.55)

(2.56) H? = / dist?(X, spt P) d|| T||(X)
C1(0)

< 2/ dist? (X, spt P) d|| T||(X) + 2(qo + 1)wn (sep P)?
C1(0)

< C(sep P)?
for some constant C' = C(n, qo) € (0, 00)
By (H2) we can apply Theorem 2.13] to obtain

(2.57) sup dist(X,spt P) < CoH
Xespt TﬁC(3+,Y)/4(O)

for some constant Cy = Cy(n, m, qo, So,7) € (0,00). Express

N
{X e R™™ : dist(X,spt P) < CoH} = | JR™ x U
=1

for some collection of mutually disjoint connected open subsets {(7@} of R™, where Cj is as in ([2.57]).

By [2.57),

N
T = Zﬁ where ﬁ = TLB(3+“/)/4(0) X l:jl
i=1
Clearly (aﬁ)LC(3+7)/4(O) = 0. By (2I0)), the constancy theorem, and Lemma 2.7]

74T = G B(319)/4(0)]

for some integers ¢; > 0 such that ¢g = Zf\; 1 @i- Moreover, by Lemma [2.6], whenever ¢; = 0 we have
ﬁLC(1+,y)/2(O) = 0. Hence if §; = 0 for some i € {1,2,..., N}, then PLR""™\ (R" x U;) is a sum
of sp — 1 or fewer planes parallel to Py. Thus by (H2) we can apply Theorem .13 with 10,(14+) /24 1
and PLR™™ \ (R" x U;) in place of T and P to obtain (ZIT). Moreover, if #{i : g; > 0} > 2,
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then by (H1) for each i we can apply Theorem 213 with 1707(1+7)/2#1~} in place of T and the sum
of planes P to obtain (2.I1]). Hence we may assume that N =1 and ¢; = ¢o. It follows that

(2.58) width P < 2¢oCoH,
where Cj is as in ([2.57)). It follows using (2.53), (2.54), (2.56), and (2.58) that
(2.59) widthP < C'sep P

for some constant C' = C'(n, m, qo, S0,7) € (0, 00).

Let n = n(n,m,qo, s0,7) € (0,1) to be later determined. Provided g = B(n,m,qo, so,7v,n) is
sufficiently small, by (Z53]) and ([2.59) we can apply Lemma 2.20] to obtain

(2.60) E(T,C3157)/8(0)) < nsep P
By Theorem there exists Q € P,, such that
sup dist(X,spt Q) < CE(T', C(345)/5(0))

Xespt TﬁC(1+37)/4(0)
for some constant C' = C(n,m, qo,7) € (0,00). In particular, by ([2.60)

(2.61) sup dist(X,spt Q) < C1nsep P.

Xespt TﬁC(1+37)/4(0)
for some constant C7 = Cy(n,m, qo, So,7) € (0,00) (which we require to be large enough that we
can apply Remark 2.I8]). Express

N
{X € R™™ . dist(X,spt Q) < C1nsepP} = U R" x U
i=1
for some collection of mutually disjoint connected open subsets {U;} of R™, where CY is as in (Z.61)).

By 2610,

~

N
T = Zﬁ where ﬁ = TLB(1+3"/)/4(0) X Uz
1=1

Clearly (aﬁ)LC(1+3,\/)/4(O) = 0. By (2.10)), constancy theorem, and Lemma [2.7]
(2.62) 74 Ti = Gi[B(i43y)/4(0)]

for some integers ¢; > 0 such that ¢y = ZZ]LZ]} By Remark 2.I8] ¢; > 0 for all i. Given a

plane @; C spt Q, Q; lies in some R" x Uj(;) and the distance of each point X € spt ZA’j(i) to Q; is
< 2qoCinsep P. Hence by the triangle inequality

sup dist(Y,spt P) < dist(X, spt P) + dist(X, Q;) < dist(X,spt P) + 2¢oCinsep P
YeQ;

for each X € spt fj(i). Integrating over ZA’j(i) and using (2.53]),

(2.63) sup dist(Y,spt P) = max sup dist(Y,spt P)
YesptQ tYe;

(2

1/2
1 _ _
< max (ﬁ/ dist?( X, spt P) dHTJ(Z)H(X)> +2qoC1nsep P
qown( 1 ) C(143+)/4(0)

1/2
1 .
= ( 113y n/ dlStQ(XﬁPtP)dHTH(X)) + 2qoC1nsep P
QOwn( 1 ) C(1+43+)/4(0)

<C(B+n)sepP
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for some constant C' = C(n, m, qo, so,7y) € (0,00). By the triangle inequality, (2.61]), and (2.63))
sup dist(X,spt P) < sup dist(X,spt Q) + sup dist(X,sptP)
Xespt TﬁC(1+37)/4 (0) Xespt TﬁC(1+37)/4 (0) XesptQ
<C(B+mn)sepP < %sepP,

where C' = C(n,m, qo, So,7) € (0,00) is a constant and in the last step we assume that § and 7 are
small enough that C (8 4+ n) < 1/3. Hence

S
T= ZTZ where T; = T{X € C(143,)4(0) : dist(X, ;) < tsepP}.
i=1
We can apply Lemma 219 with 10,(1+3+)/4# Li and P; in place of T" and P to conclude that either
T;.C,(0) =0 or

sup dist?(X,P) < C / dist?(X, By) d|[T3]|(X),
X espt T;NC-(0) C(1+3+)/4(0)

thereby proving (2.17]). O

2.5. L°°-distance estimate in terms of height excess relative to disjoint, not-necessarily-
parallel planes. In this section we prove Theorem 2.15] which extends Theorem Z.13]to the setting
where P is a sum of non intersecting affine planes which are not necessarily parallel.

Given 1 < p < s and P €Il as in (212]), we define
2.64 i P = mi inf dist(X,spt P \ P
( ) minsep 1%%11) Xel%%Cl(O) ist(X,spt P\ F)),
widthP =max  sup  dist(X, P)).
Gl XeP,NC1(0)

If instead P € I, ;, we define minsepP = oo and widthP = 0. First in Lemma 2.21] we prove
Theorem with the additional assumptions that minsep P is proportional to width P and the
L?-distance of T to P is much smaller than minsepP. We prove Lemma 221 by showing that
locally in cylinders with small radii we can replace the planes of P with planes parallel to Fp.
Theorem in full generality will then follow by arguing much like in the proof of Theorem 2131

Note that in the proofs of Lemma 2.21] and Theorem [2.15] since we assume that ]15; — 130\ =)
for each i € {1,2,...,p}, we may assume that

(2.65) P, = {(.%',bz + AZ.%') X € Rn}, HAZH < 2¢eg
for some m x n matrix A; and some b; € R™. When p > 1, (2.14) gives us

2.66 A — Al <2 inf  dist(X, P;
(2.66) 4= Al <2x it dist(X. P)

for all ¢ # j.
Let 0 < 0 < pand let P = {(z,b+ Azx) : x € R"} be an n-dimensional affine plane, where A is
an m x n matrix and b € R™. For i € {1,2,...,p}, let z € B,(0) such that Z = (z,b+ Az) satisfies

dist(Z, P;) = Ijn(fj " dist(X, F;).
€PNC,
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Then by (2.65]) and the triangle inequality

(2.67) disty (P; N C,(0), PN C,(0)) < S];lp(o) |(b; + Ajx) — (b+ Azx)|
rEb)

< |(b; + A;z) — (b+ A2)| +2p]|A; — Al
<2 inf dist(X, ;) +2p] A; — Al

XePNCs(0)
In particular, if 0 < 0 <1 and A = A; for some j € {1,2,...,p} with j # 4, then by (2.66])
(2.68) disty (P; N C,(0), P; N C,(0)) < (2 4+ 4kp) N Pinf ( )dist(X,Pi).
€r; o

Lemma 2.21. Let ¢ > 1 and 1 < p < s be integers. For each v € (0,1) and k € (0,1) there exists
60(TL, m,q,s,7, 'L{) € (0’ 1); 77(7% m,q,s,7, 'L{) € (Oa 1)’ and B(’I’L, m,q,s,7, ’{) € (Oa 1) such that Zf T
is an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current in C1(0) and P € Il ), as in (212

such that (2Z13) and (2ZI4) hold true and

1
2.69 inf — dist>(X, P) d||T||(X) < n?,
(269 B85 g PO RYAITICO <
(2.70) width P < Aminsep P,
(2.71) / dist?(X,spt P) d||T||(X) < B*(minsep P)?.
C1(0)
Then
(2.72) sup dist?(X,spt P) < C dist?(X, spt P) d||T||(X)
Xespt TNCA(0) C1(0)

for some constant C = C(n,m,q, s, k,7) € (0,00).

Proof. Without loss of generality assume that P is a sum of s distinct multiplicity one planes and

thus p = s. By (2.69) we may assume that
1

(2.73) — dist?(X, P) d||T|(X) < n?
Wn JC1(0)

By translating, assume that 0 € P; and thus P; = {(x, A1z) : x € R™} where Ay is an m X n matrix
with HA1|| < 2¢g. Thus

(2.74) diStH(Pl N Cl(O),Po N Cl(O)) < HAl” < 2¢g
where disty; denotes Hausdorff distance. By Lemma [Z8 and (2.73]),

(2.75) sup dist(X, Py) < 2nnee.
Xespt TﬂC(7+W)/8(O)
By (Z74) and (Z75)
(2.76) sup dist(X, Py) < sup dist(X, Pp)
Xespt TﬁC(7+7)/8(0) Xespt TﬁC(7+7)/8(0)

+ disty (P N C1(0), By N C1(0))
< 2n7FE 4 22,

Let wp, : R™"™ — P, denote the orthogonal projection map onto P; and define the cylinder
C(314)/4(0, Pr) = 7p! (Pr N B(s1),4(0)). By (9T)C1(0) = 0, @T4), and (Z76),
(8T)LC(3+7)/4(0,P1) =0.
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Thus by the constancy theorem, (7p,#7).B(34.)/4(0) is a constant integer multiple of [P ]|.B34+),4(0).
It follows from ([2.13), [.74)), and ([T75)) that T is weakly close to ¢[P1] in B(3,y,4(0) and thus by
the continuity of push-forwards in the weak topology

(7P #T) B (344)/4(0) = q[P1].B(314)4(0).
By the triangle inequality, (Z13]), and (24,

/ T-RPdT <2 [ (T - BPAITI+ 200+ 1)wn P - B < C5F
C(a4++)/4(0.P1 C1(0)

for some constant C' = C(n, q) € (0,00). Recalling (264]), observe that

minsep P < min inf dist(X,spt P \ B;),
p 1<’L<p XGP OC(3+,7)/4(0 Pl) ( p \ Z)
width P > max sup dist(X, Pj).

i#] XGPZ'F‘IC(3+,Y)/4(O,P1)

Thus by rotating P; slightly to Py and rescaling, we may assume that P, = Py and P = B,.

Let 0 < 0 = o(n,m,q,7,k,A) < (1 —~)/32 be a constant depending to be later determined.
Let {By(wg) : k = 1,2,..., K} be a collection of balls such that z; € Bsy,)3(0) for each F,

Bs44)/8(0) C Ur_, By (x3), and K < C(n,y) o™ Recall that

P=> [P]
=1

for distinct oriented n-dimensional planes F;. For each 1 <k < K and 1 < i < s, let yp; € R™
such that (zg,yg,) is the unique point of P, N ({z} x R™) and set P, ; = R™ X {yx;}. For each
1 <k < K define P, € P, by

S
Pp =Y [Pl
i=1
By (2.65), ([2:66), and (Z70) and noting that since P, = Py we have 4; =0,
(2.77) max disty(Pp.; N Cao (1), Pi N Cag (1))

<20 max |A;]] = 20 max |A; — Al < 4ko width P < 4kAo minsep P.
i<s

Since ﬁlm =R" x {yr} and (zx,yx,i) € P for each k and 4,

. < L | — D )
(2.78) minsep P < 1<rln<1§1< |?/k,z ?/k,g| sep Py

Provided 77”%2 < o, by [275) and P, = P,
spt T'N Coo (z) = spt T' N (B3, (wg) x B;n% (Yk,1)) C spt T N Bug (T, Yr,1)-
n'n/

Hence by the monotonicity formula, (2.4]), and £(T, C1(0)) < g < 1,
(2.79) IT[(Coo () < ITI[(Bao (2k, yk.1)) < wn(40)" | T[(C1(0)) < (g + Dwn(40)".

Recalling (2.65]), let X € sptT N Cas(xy) and find Z € spt P N Cax(x) such that | X — Z| <
2dist(X, spt P). By the triangle inequality,

(2.80) dist(X,spt Pr) < |X — Z| + dist(Z, spt Py) < 2dist(X, spt P) + dist(Z, spt Py).
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By squaring and integrating (2.80) over ||T'||-a.e. X € Cay(z) and using (2.79), (271, and (2.77),

1 ~
2.81 7/ dist?(X, spt Py,) d||T||(X
@80 o [ e Bl
<5 _ / dist2(X,spt P)d||T|[(X) +C  sup  dist?(Z, spt Dy)
wn(20) Cao (z1) Z€spt PNC20 ()

<B—2 +o > (minsep P)?,

where C'= C(n,q,7v,k,A) € (0,00) are constants. In particular, by (2.78]),

1 N B2 N

2.82 — dist*(X,spt Py) d| T||(X) < C [ = + o? P;)?
e8) o [ KBTI <€ (7 o) e P
for some constant C' = C'(n,q,v,k,A) € (0,00). By Theorem 2.13],
(2.83) sup dist?(X,spt By) < / dist2(X, spt Py) d||T] (X)

Xespt TNCo (zg) Cao ()
for some constant C' = C'(n,m,q) € (0,00). By (2.82)) and (2:83),

. 32 vz
(2.84) sup dist(X,spt Py) < C (—n + 02> sep Py,
Xespt TNCo (zk) o

for some constant C' = C'(n,m,q,7,K,\) € (0,00). Choose o so that 4kAo < 1/9 and Co < 1/9
(for C is as in (284)). Then choose § so that CBc~"/? < 1/9 (for C is as in (Z84)). Hence by
@.84)
sup dist(X, spt f’k) < 2sep P;.
Xespt TNCo (zg) 9
Hence
Thi= TI_{X € C,(zy) : dist(X, ﬁ/.”) < 2sepf’k}

are locally area minimizing rectifiable currents of C,(x) such that (07} ;).Cy(x) = 0 and

N
(2.85) T Colzi) =Y Tra
=1
and
N 9
(2.86) sup dist(X, Py;) < —sepP
Xespt Ty, 9

for some constant C' = C(n,m,q) € (0,00). Moreover, for each X € sptT}; there exists Z €
Py iNCy(xy) such that | X — Z| < 2dist(X, Pg;). Thus by the triangle inequality, (Z86]) and (27
(recalling that 4kAo < 1/9),

~ 1
(2.87) sup dist(X,P) <2 sup dist(X, Py;) + sup dist(Z, P;) < 3 minsep P.

Xespt Ty ; Xespt Tk ; Zeﬁk,iﬂCg(xk)
It follows from (2.85]) and (2.87)) that
1
sup dist(X,spt P) < 3 minsep P.

Xespt TNC (544 /8(0)

Hence
T, = TL{X € Cs.4q)5(0) : dist(X, P;) < Lsep Pk}
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are locally area minimizing rectifiable currents of C;,)/2(0) such that (97;).C 14,)/2(0) = 0 and
N
TLC(144)/2(0) = ZTi’ sup dist(X, P;) < %minsep P.
i—1 XesptT;
(Note that we can characterize T; by
T; . (Co(xg) N C(1+,Y)/2(O)) = T]m\_(ca(xk) N C(1+7)/2(0))
for each k =1,2,..., K.) We can apply Lemma 219 with 7; and P, in place of T' and P to obtain

272). O

Proof of Theorem [2Z14. Without loss of generality we may assume that P is a sum of s distinct
multiplicity one planes and thus p = s. We shall proceed by double induction on ¢ and s. The base
case s = 1 follows from Lemma 2.T9 Suppose that ¢o > 1 and sy > 1 are integers such that

(H3) Theorem holds true if g € {1,2,...,q90 — 1} and s € {1,2,...,50} and
and either (i) go =1 or (ii) go > 1 and
(H4) Theorem 215 holds true if ¢ = gp and s € {1,2,...,s0 — 1}.

Let T be an n-dimensional locally area minimizing rectifiable current of C;(0) and P € II,, be a
sum of sy distinct multiplicity one planes such that (ZI3)) and (2I4]) hold true (with ¢ = ¢p and

p = so).
First notice that by Theorem [2.I2] there exists Q € P,, such that

(2.88) sup dist(X,spt Q) < Co&(T, C1(0)) < Coeo
Xespt TﬁC(1+7)/2(0)

for some constant Cy = Cy(n, m, qo,7) € (0,00) (which we require to be large enough that we can
apply Remark 2.T8 below). Express

N
{X e R™™ : dist(X,spt Q) < Co&(T,C1(0))} = | JR” x U,

i=1
for some collection of mutually disjoint connected open subsets {U;} of R™, where Cj is as in (2.85)).
By R.23),
N
T =T, where T;=T.B4,2(0) x U;.
1=1

Clearly T; are locally area minimizing rectifiable currents of C;)/2(0) such that (97;).C,(0) = 0.
By (213)), the constancy theorem, and Lemma [27]

(2.89) muT; = qi[By(0)]

for some integers ¢; > 0 such that ¢y = Zf\; 1¢- By Remark 2ZI8] ¢; > 0 for all i. Let Q; be a
plane of Q and Z € Q; N C,(0). We know that Q; lies in R"™ x Uj;) for some j(i) € {1,2,..., N}
and thus for each X € sptTj;) N {n(Z)} x R™ we have |X — Z| < 2qoCo&(T, C1(0)). Hence by
[267) (with P = @;) and the triangle inequality

(2.90) sup  dist(Y,spt P) < 2dist(Z,spt P) + 2 max |Ag|

Y €QiNC~(0) 1<k<so
< 2dist(X,spt P) + 2| X — Z| + 2 max |Ag]
1<k<sg

< 2dist(X, spt P) + 4qoCo&(T, C1(0)) + 2121}€a%x | Ak
SKRSS0
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By integrating ([2.90) over T};) and using (2.89),

sup  dist?(Y,sptP) < — / dist?( X, spt P) || [1(X)
Y €Q:NC~(0) qowWnY™ JC1(0)

+48¢2C2E(T, C1(0))® + 12 max |Ay|?
1<k<sg

for all 7 and thus

3

(2.91) sup  dist3(Y,sptP) < —o / dist?(X, spt P) d|| Tyo) | (X)

Y €spt QNC~(0) qowWnY" JC1(0)

+ 48¢2C2E(T, C1(0))? 4+ 12 max |Ag%
1<k<so

By @S8) and (I,
(2.92) sup dist?(X, spt P)

Xespt TNCA(0)

<2 sup dist? (X, spt Q) + 2 sup dist?(Y, spt P)
Xespt TNC(0) Y espt QNC~ (0)

6
dist?(X, spt P) d||T||(X) + 98¢2C2E(T, C1(0))? + 24 Ay ?
S e oy o S DU AITCE) + BACEE(T. C (O +20 o 1A

Thus if )
— dist?(X,spt P) d||T|(X) > £(T,C1(0))* + max |Ag|*
Wn JC1(0) 1<k<so

then it follows from (2.92) that (ZI5) holds true. Hence we may assume that

1
(2.93) — dist?(X, spt P) d||T||(X) < (T, C1(0))* + max |A;|> < 5e3.
Wn JC1(0) 1<k<so

Provided ¢y is sufficiently small, by Lemma 2.8 and (2.93]),
2
(2.94) sup dist(X, spt P) < 2(562) 77 < 10eg 2
Xespt TﬁC(1+7)/2 (0)

Express

N
2 ~
{X € C(11)/2(0) : dist(X,spt P) < 20557} = | J U

1=

—_

for some collection of mutually disjoint connected open subsets {/U\'Z} of C(14+)2(0). By [2.94),

N
T = Zﬁ where ﬁ = T\L/U\'Z

=1

Clearly (Bﬁ)LCV(O) = 0. By (2I3)), the constancy theorem, and Lemma 2.7]
w41y = G:[B,(0)]

for some integers q; > 0 such that ¢y = Zf\; 1. By Lemma [2.6] whenever g; = 0 we have
ﬁLC(1+,y)/2(O) = 0. Hence if g; = 0 for some i, then PL(C11)/2(0) \ U;) is a sum-of-planes in
C(14+)/2(0) consisting of sop — 1 or fewer planes. Hence by (H4) we can apply Theorem with
N0,(14)/2# 1 and 1 (14+) 24 (PL(C(144)/2(0) \ U;)) in place of T" and P to obtain (Z.15). Moreover,
if #{i : g; > 0} > 2, then by (H3) for each i we can apply Theorem with 70,144y /24 T; in
place of T' and the sum of planes P to obtain (ZI5]). Hence we may assume that N = 1 and
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g1 = qo. It follows that up to reordering the planes P; of P, for each i € {2,3,...,50 — 1} there
exists j(i) € {1,2,...,i — 1} such that

2
inf dist(X, P; () < 20e)72
X€EPNC(144)/2(0) X Fyo) 0
Thus by (2.63)
2
disty (P; N C1(0), Py N C1(0)) < (2+4 inf dist(X, Pip) < 40(1 + 26)el 2.
istz (P N C1(0), Pz N C1(0)) < (24 K)Xepmg(lm)/g(o) ist(X, Pj(;)) < 40(1 4 2k)eg
Therefore
2
(2.95) width P < 40go (1 + 2k)e ™.

Express P = "7, [P] and assume that

inf dist(X, Ps,—1) = minsep P.
XGPSO NCy (0)

By (2.68)

disty (Ps,—1 N C2(0), Ps, N C2(0)) < (2 + 8k) inf dist(X, Ps,—1) = (2 + 8x) minsep P.
XGPsoﬂcl(O)

Set P = S50 [P] € Iy, so that

(2
(2.96) spt P C spt P,
(2.97) disty (spt P N C4(0), spt P N Cy(0)) < (2 + 8k) minsep P.

Set
1/2
f{r:/ dist?(X,spt P) d|T||(X) | .
Cl(O)

If H = 0 then spt T C spt PC spt P and we have nothing further to prove. Thus we may assume
that H > 0.

Let 8 = B(n,m, qo, S0, k,7) € (0,1) to be later determined. If
/ dist?(X,spt P) d||T'||(X) >52/ dist?(X, spt P) d||T||(X),
C1(0) C1(0)

then by (H4) we can apply Theorem together with (2.96]) to obtain

sup dist?(X,spt P) < sup dist? (X, spt f’)
Xespt TNC,(0) Xespt TNC,(0)

<o [ asxsptB)dT)x) < S / dist?(X, spt P) d|| T|(X),
C1(0) 5% Jeio

for some constant C = C'(n, m, qo, S0,7) € (0,00), proving (2.I5]). Hence for the remainder of the
proof we may assume that

(2.98) /C(0)distZ(X,sptP)dHTH(X)gBZ/ dist?(X, spt P) d|| T||(X).

C1(0
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By the triangle inequality, (2.4]), (2.97]), and (2.98])

/ dist?(X, spt P) d|| T||(X)
C1(0)
< 2/ dist?(X,spt P) d||T|(X) + 2(qo + 1)wn (2 + 8x)? (minsep P)?
C1(0)

< 2ﬁ2/ dist?(X, spt P) d|| T||(X) + 2(go + 1)wn(2 + 8%)(minsep P)?,
C1(0)

so taking 5 < 1/2 we have that

(2.99) H? = / dist? (X, spt P) d||T||(X) < 4(qo + 1)wn(2 4 8)? (minsep P).
Cl(O)
In particular, by (2.98) and (2:99)
(2.100) / dist?(X,spt P) d||T||(X) < 4(qo + 1)wn (2 + 8x)? 5% (minsep P)?.
01(0)

By (H4) we can apply Theorem to obtain

(2.101) sup dist(X,spt P) < C1H
Xespt TﬁC(3+,Y)/4(O)

for some constant C7; = C1(n, m, qo, S0, k,7) € (0,00). Express

N
{X € C(3+,y)/4(0) : diSt(X, spt 13) < le[} = U [7@

i=1

for some collection of mutually disjoint connected open subsets {ﬁl} of R"™™ where (] is as in

(2.10T). By (2.101),

N
T = ZT’, where ﬁ = TL(?,‘.
i=1
Clearly (8ﬁ)|_C(3+7)/4 (0) = 0. By (21I3), the constancy theorem, and Lemma [2.7]

74T = Gi[B(s1)4(0)]

for some integers g; > 0 such that gg = Zf\; 1 G- Moreover, by Lemma 2.6, whenever ¢; = 0 we
have T;.C(14)/2(0) = 0. Hence if g; = 0 for some i, then PL(C(11,)/2(0) \ U;) is a sum-of-planes
in C(144)/2(0) consisting of so — 1 or fewer planes. Hence by (H4) we can apply Theorem .15 with
N0,(14)/24 1 and 1 (14+) /24 (PL(C144)/2(0) \ U;)) in place of T and P to obtaiil (215). Moreover,
if #{i : ¢; > 0} > 2, then by (H3) we can apply Theorem 2.18] with 7 (14+)/24T; in place of T" and
the sum of planes P to obtain (ZI5). Hence we may assume that N = 1 and ¢ = qo. It follows
that up to reordering the planes P; of P, assuming sy > 2 for each i € {2,3,...,50— 1} there exists
j(i) € {1,2,...,i— 1} such that

inf dist(X, P;) < 2C1 H,
XEPiﬂC(3+,Y)/4(O)

where C} is as in (2.101]). Thus by (2.68])

diSt'H(Pi N Cl(O), Pj(z) N Cl(O)) < (2 + 4/4:) XePﬂ(i)I(lf ) diSt()(7 P](z)) < 2(1 + 2%)01[?.
3 3+v)/4
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Hence
(2.102) width P < 4qo(1 + 2x)C1 H,

where ) is as in (ZI0I). (Note that in the case sy = 2, P has exactly one plane and thus
width P = 0.) Hence by the definition of P, (2.97)), (2.99), and (2.102])

(2.103) width P < width P + disty (spt P N C1(0),spt P N C1(0)) < C minsep P

for some constant C' = C'(n, m, qo, S0, k,7) € (0,00). Now provided f is sufficiently small, by (2.94)),

(2.93), (2.103), and (2.100) we can apply Lemma R.2T] with 7 (14247 and 7 (1424 P in place
of T and P to prove (2.17]). O

3. ESTIMATES FOR AREA MINIMIZING CURRENTS SIGNIFICANTLY CLOSER TO A UNION OF
PLANES MEETING ALONG AN (’I’L — 2)—DIMENSIONAL SUBSPACE THAN TO ANY SINGLE PLANE

Let C be an n-dimensional rectifiable current of R™"*™ whose support is a union of p (p > 2)
distinct n-dimensional oriented planes P; intersecting along {0} x R"~2. Let T be an n-dimensional
locally area-minimizing rectifiable current in By (0) with 07'.B;(0) = 0 which is weakly close to C.
Assume that T is significantly closer to C than to any sum-of-planes supported on fewer distinct
planes than p (in the sense of Hypothesis (xx) below). In analogy with the situations considered
in [Sim93] and [WicI4], we wish to express T, away from the singular axis {0} x R"~2 of C, as the
graph of an appropriate function over the planes of C. In [Sim93], the key hypothesis that allows
one to do this is that 7' (which is a stationary varifold not assumed to be area minimizing) belongs
to a “multiplicity 1 class;” this makes it possible to apply Allard’s regularity theorem away from
the singular axis of C (subject only to the assumption that 7' is sufficiently weakly close to C,
with Hypothesis (xx) being vacuous in that setting). The situation considered in [Wicl4| allows
higher multiplicity, but still there is a “sheeting theorem” applicable which guarantees complete
C1@ regularity of T' (which is a stable, stationary codimension 1 varifold in that setting) away from
the singular axis of C.

In contrast to either of these settings, in the present circumstances there is no regularity theory
applicable to T that would provide complete regularity of T' away from the axis {0} x R"~2. The
basic result we use as a substitute for such regularity is our height estimate, Theorem We
use Theorem to show (in Section B3] and Section below) that away from {0} x R*~2 T
separates as the sum of locally area minimizing rectifiable currents 7; such that 7; is close to P;
for each i. Applying Almgren’s Strong Lipschitz Approximation Theorem (Theorem 2.9]), we then
approximate 7; (in Theorem [B]) by the graph of a Lipschitz multi-valued function u; over an
appropriate domain in P;.

In Sections B.3H3.5l we establish a number of key estimates, analogous to those in [Sim93], [Wic14],
for area minimizing currents T satisfying appropriate hypothesis including Hypothesis (xx). These
results will allow us to produce (in Section M) “fine blow-ups” of sequences of area-minimizing
currents (T}) relative to sequences of sums-of-planes (Cy) (of the type C as above), with Ty, Cy
satisfying appropriate hypotheses including Hypothesis (%*), and study the asymptotic behaviour
of the fine blow-ups which ultimately leads to the main excess decay result of the present work,

Theorem [4.131

3.1. Notation and statement of graphical representation results. Given an n-dimensional
plane P C R we let mp : R"™™ — P denote the orthogonal projection map onto P and we let
7pL : R™™ — P denote the orthogonal projection map onto the orthogonal complement P+. For
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each Xy € R"™™ and p > 0 we define

B,(Xo,P) ={Xo+ X : X € P with |X| < p},

C,(X0,P) ={Xo+ X +Y :X € Pwith |[X| <pand Y € P+}.
We define the classes C, ), of sums-of-planes as follows:

Definition 3.1. Given integers p, ¢ with 1 < p < ¢, let C;), be the set of all n-dimensional
rectifiable currents C of R™™™ of the form

(3.1) C=> alP]
i=1

where g1, ..., gp are positive integers such that > ©_; ¢; = ¢ and P; are distinct n-dimensional planes
such that {0} x R""2C Py if p=1, and P, N P; = {0} x R"2 for i # j if p > 2. Each plane P, is
oriented by the unit simple n-vector denoted ]5;

Remark 3.2. We do not assume that every C € C, ), is area minimizing.

For 1 <p<gand C=)" ¢[P] €Cyp, we let

3.2 insep C = mi inf dist(X,spt C\ P;),
(3:2) THTSED 19i<p XePNE™+ xRA-2) (X,spt C\ )
maxsep C = min sup dist(X,spt C \ F).

1SiSp xepn(sm+l xRn-2)

If C € (41, we define minsep C = oo and maxsep C = oo. minsep C is proportional to the least
distance between a pair of points on different planes of C in S™*! x R"~2 and quantifies how close
any pair of planes of C are to intersecting away from {0} x R"~2. maxsep C is proportional to the
least Hausdorff distance between a pair of distinct planes of C in ™! x R"~2 and quantifies how
close any two or more planes of C are to coinciding. Clearly minsep C < maxsep C. However, in
contrast with [Wicl4], which considered half-planes meeting along an (n — 1)-dimensional linear
subspace, in the present setting minsep C and maxsep C need not be equal.

Throughout the paper, we shall use the following notation: for each p > 0, n-dimensional
rectifiable current T of B,(0), and C € UZ’:l Cqp, we define

1

1/2
E(T,C,B,(0)) = 7/ dist?(X, spt C) d||T||(X ,
( »(0)) (wnp"+2 B0 ( ) d||T|( ))

Wn P

Q(T.C.B,(0) = (% [, Gt O T ()

i
_l’_ J—
W P2 B, ,2(0)N{r>p/16}
where r = 7(X) = dist(X, {0} x R""2) for each X € R". In Theorem 3.4l and a number of other

results in subsequent sections, we shall assume the first or both of the following hypotheses for
appropriate choices of small constants gy € (0,1) and Sy € (0,1):

1/2
dist2<x,sptT>ducu<X>> ,

Hypothesis (x). 2 < p < g are integers, C = Y 7 _, ¢;,[P] € Cyp, and T is an n-dimensional locally
area-minimizing rectifiable current in B;(0) such that

(3.3) (0T).B1(0) =0, ©(T,0) = ¢, |T[|(B1(0)) < (¢+1/2)wn,

(3.4) E(T, C, Bl(O)) < €g.
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Hypothesis (xx). 2 < p < g are integers, C € C;,, and T is an n-dimensional locally area-
minimizing rectifiable current in B;(0) such that

(3.5) Q(T,C,B1(0)) < By inf  Q(T,C',B1(0)).

’ p—1
CeUp —1Caw

Remark 3.3. Suppose that C € C,, and T satisfy Hypothesis (x) and Hypothesis (xx) for some
€0,P0 € (0,1). If C* € Cyp is any other cone with spt C* = spt C, then Hypothesis (x) and
Hypothesis (»x) continue to be satisfied with C*, /gy in place of C, 3y respectively.

Theorem 3.4. Given integers 2 < p < q and 0 < 7 <y < 1 there exists eg = go(n,m,q,p,v,T) €
(0,1) and By = Po(n,m,q,p,v,7) € (0,1) such that if C and T satisfy Hypothesis (x) and Hypoth-
esis (xx), then:

(a) C satisfies

(3.6) minsep C > ¢ inf Q(T,C',B1(0)),
CIGUP/ =1 Cop'

(3.7) disty (P N B1(0), P, NB1(0)) < CXePim(SglJflan—Q)diSt(X’ Pj) for all1 <i,j <p,

where ¢ = ¢(n,m,q,p) >0 and C = C(n,m,q,p) € (0,00) are constants;

(b) after replacing C with a cone with the same support (also denoted by C) there exist n-
dimensional locally area minimizing rectifiable currents T; in B(31)/4(0) N {r > 7/4} for

which
(3.8) T B(314)4(0) N {r > 7/4} = ZT
(39) (8E)LB(3+y)/4( ) N {7“ > T/4} =0,
(3.10) (Wpi#ﬂ)LB(1+y)/2(O) N {7“ > T/2} = qi[[PZ']]LB(l_i_’y)/Q(O) N {7“ > T/Q},
(3.11) sup dist(X, ;) < C,F for all o € [1/2,1/2],

Xespt Tyn{r>o}
where 7(X) = dist(X,{0} x R""2), E = E(T,C,By(0)), and C, = Cy(n,m,q,p,7,0) €
(0,00) are constants;

(c) foreachi e {1,2,... ,p} there exists Lipschitz q;-valued functions u; : B, (0, P))N{r > 1} —
Ay (PF) and closed sets K; C B,(0, P;) N {r > 7} such that

(3.12) TZ\_T('PI(K) (graphuz)Lﬂpl(K )s
(3.13) H'(By(0, ) 0 {r > o} \ Ki) + | Til|(wp, (B4 (0, ) N {r > o} \ K3)) < Co B>,
(3.14) sup lui| < C,E, sup |Vu;| < CoE“

B, (0,P;)N{r>c} B, (0,P;)N{r>c}

for all o € [1,1/2], where again E = E(T,C,B1(0)) and o = a(n,m,q) € (0,1), Cy =
Cy(n,m,q,p,7v,0) € (0,00) are constants.

Theorem B4l will follow from Lemma[B.5and Lemma 3.6l which will provide a local graphical rep-
resentation of locally area-minimizing rectifiable currents 7" in annuli. Lemma and Lemma
will also play an important role in the proof of Theorem in the next section. Here and subse-
quently, we shall use the following notation: for each v € (0,1), ¢ € R"72, p > 0, and & € (0, 2], we
let A, .(¢) CR™ and A, .(¢) C R"*™ be annuli given by

Apw(C) = {(z,y) € RZ x R"?: (2] = p)* + |y — ¢|* < w*(1 — 7)?p?/64},
Api(C) = {(z,y) e R*M xR (Jz| — p)” + [y — ¢ < w*(1 —)%p°/64}.
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For each n-dimensional rectifiable current 7" of A, .(¢) and each C € ngl Cq.p, we define

1/2
1 )
E(T,C, Apx(€)) :< = d1st2<X,sptc>duTu<X>> ,
p Apx(Q)

1 .
Q(TacaAPu‘@(C)) = (W /Ap,.@(g) dlStQ(X,Spt C) dHTH(X)

1/2

1

+ n+2/ distQ(X,sptT)dHCH(X)> :
p Apn/Q(O)

Lemma 3.5. Given integers 1 < p < q and v,k € (0,1) and p € (1,00) there exists € =
g(n,m,q,p,7, k5, 1) € (0,1) and B = B(n,m,q,p,7,k,p1) € (0,1) such that the following holds
true. Let C = >0 | ¢[P] € Cyp and T be an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable
current in Ay 1(0) such that

(3.15) (0T)LA1,1(0) =0,
(3.16) 1T]/(A1,1(0)) < (g +1/2) L"(A1,1(0)),
(3.17) E(T C, A 1( )) < E,
and either:

(i) p=1 or

(ii) p > 1,
(3.18) E(T,C,A11(0)) <5 inf  Q(T,C',A1:1(0)), and

C,EUP’ =1 qp

(3.19) disty (P; N B1(0), P N B1(0)) < p inf dist(X, P;) for all i # j.

XePim(Sm+1 XR"’*Q)
Then:

(a) up to reversing the orientation of P;, there exist (possibly zero) integers q; > 0 with
P 1 G < q and n-dimensional locally area minimizing rectifiable currents T; in Al,(3+n)/4(0)

such that
p
(3.20) TLA (340)4(0) = > T,
i=1
(3.21) (OTi) A (34r)/4(0) = 0,
(3'22) (ﬂ-Pi#Ti)‘—Al,(lJrli)/Q(O) = (/J\i[[Pi]]‘—Al,(lJrli)/Q(O)’
(3.23) sup dist(X, P;) < CE,

Xespt Ty
where E = E(T,C,A;1(0)) and C = C(n,m,q,p,7,k, 1) € (0,00) is a constant;
(b) for each i € {1,2,...,p} with q; > 0, there exist a Lipschitz ¢;-valued function w; : P; N
A1 ,(0) = Az (PF) and a closed set K; € P;N Ay .(0) such that

)

(3.24) TZ'\_7T1;1(K‘) = (graphui)LWISl(Ki),
H™(P; 1 A1e(0) \ Ko) + | Tl (5, (P N A1k (0) \ &) < OB,
sup |u;| < CE, sup |Vu,| < CE“,

P;NA1,(0) P;NA1,.(0)
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where again E = E(T,C,A;11(0)) and o = a(n,m,q) € (0,1), C = C(n,m,q,p,v,k, p) €
(0,00) are constants.

In Lemma B.6], we replace hypothesis (B.I8]) of Lemma with the stronger assumption (B.25)),
and prove that (8.19)) in fact follows as a conclusion, and that the integers ¢; (as the conclusion of
Lemma [3.5)) are all positive.

Lemma 3.6. Given integers 1 < p < q and v,x € (0,1) there exists € = g(n,m,q,p,v, k) € (0,1)
and B8 = B(n,m,q,p,7v,k) € (0,1) such that the following holds true. Let C = >0, ¢;[P] €
Cqp and T be an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable current in Aq1(0) such that

sptT N A 0 0 and and hold true. Suppose also that either
p 1,1/2(0) # ; ; pp

(i) p=1 or
(i) p>1 and

(325) Q(T, C, A171(O)) < ,8 1nf Q(T, (jl7 A1,1(0))-

cre Up’ =1 qp

Then:
(a) when p>1,

(3.26) minsep C > ¢ inf Q(T,C', A11(0)),

c Up/ =1 qp

(3.27) disty (P; N B1(0), P, N B1(0)) < CXer(Sifgflan—Q) dist(X, P;) for all i # j,

where ¢ = ¢(n,m,q,p,y) >0 and C = C(n,m,q,p,7y) € (0,00) are constants;

(b) up to reversing the orientation of P;, there exist (non-zero) integers q; > 0 with > &, q; < q
and n-dimensional locally area minimizing rectifiable currents T; of Ay (34,)/4(0) such that

B20)-B.23) hold true for some constant C = C(n,m,~, ) € (0,00);

(c) for each i € {1,2,...,p} there exists Lipschitz g;-valued functions u; : P; N A (0) —
Az (P*) and closed sets K; C P; N Ay .(0) such that [3:24) holds true for some constants

(2

a = (X(Tl,m, Q) = (Oa 1) and C' = C(nama a,7, ’k';) € (07 OO)

Remark 3.7. Let U = A1 1(0) or U = Bq1(0). There exists f = B(q) € (0,1) such that if
pe{23,...,q}, C=>" 1q,[[P]] € Cqp, and T is an n-dimensional locally area minimizing
rectifiable current of U such that
(3.28) QT,CU B i  Q(T,C,U)

CIEUPI =1 qp

(as in B0) and (3.25)), then

(3.29) 1nf Q(T,C',U) < C maxsep C,

cre Up’ =1 qp

where C = 4 ||T||(U)Y/2.

Notice that ([3.6) and ([B.20) are stronger conclusions than ([3.29). To see (3.29)), let us consider
the case U = A;;(0). The case U = B1(0) is similar. Let i € {1,2,...,¢} and let C, € C;,—1 be
such that spt C; = spt C\ P; (e.g. if i = 1let C} = q1[Po] + >0, ¢;[P;]). Let X € spt TN Aq11(0)
and suppose that the closest point to X in spt C lies on P;. Since A;,(0) C By(0), the closest
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point to X in spt C lies on P; N B2(0). Thus by the triangle inequality

dist(X,spt C}) < dist(X, ;) + sup dist(Y,spt C})
YeP;NB2(0)

= dist(X,spt C) + 2 sup dist(Y,spt C \ F;).
YeR,N(Smt1xRn—2)

If on the other hand X € spt7' N A;1(0) and the closest point to X in spt C does not lie on P;,
then dist(X, spt C}) = dist(X,spt C). Hence

(3.30) / dist2(X, spt C!) d||T[(X) <2 / dist2(X, spt C) d||T|(X)
A1,1(0)

A1,1(0)

+ 8||T||(A1,1(0)) sup dist?(X,spt C \ P)
XeP,N(Sm+1xRn—2)

Since spt C;; C spt C,

(3.31) / dist2( X, spt ) d]| .| (X qujy / dist(X, spt T) dH"(X)
Ay 1/2(0)

PiNAy 1/2(0)
p
< quj/
j=1

dist?(X,spt T) dH"™(X) = 61/ dist*(X, spt T) d|C||(X),
PjﬂALl/g(O) Ay 1/2( )

where C, = Z§:1 ;[ P;] for some integers ¢; with Z§:1 |¢j| = q and we use |q;| < g < gg; for each
j. Adding (3.30) and (331)) and then using (3.28]),
Q(T,C}, A1,1(0))?

SQqQ(T,C,ALl(O))2 +8||T'||(A1,1(0)) sup dist2(X, sptC\ F))
XEPiﬁ(Sm+1XRn72)
<2¢B* Q(T,C}, A1 1(0))* + 8| T||(A1,1(0)) sup dist?(X,spt C \ P).

XePN(Sm+1xR"—2)

Therefore, taking 8 < and taking the infimum over all i € {1,2,...,p} gives us (3.29).

1
2V
3.2. Proofs of the graphical representation results.

Proof of Lemma[3.2 Without loss of generality assume that x € [kg, 1) where kg = Kko(n,m,q,7) €
(0,1) such that
q+1/2

(3.32) L A1 (1450)/2(0)) 2 0+ 3/ L"(A11(0)).

Moreover, if E(T,C,A;1(0)) =0, then sptT C spt C and thus the conclusion of Lemma [3.5] clearly
holds true with T; = T'U(P; N Ay (344)/4(0)), u; = g;[0] and K; = P;N A4 ,(0) where g; are integers.
Hence we may assume that E(T,C, A;,1(0)) > 0.

For k = 1,2,3,... let ¢, — 0T, B, — 0", C; € Cyp, and T}, be an n-dimensional locally area
minimizing rectifiable current of A 1(0) such that (3I5l), (3I6]), and (BI7) hold true with e, Cy, Tk,
in place of ,C,T and either p = 1 or p > 1 and BI8) and BI9) hold true with S, Ck, T} in
place of 3, C,T. In view of the arbitrary choice of sequences (Cy,) and (T}), it suffices to show that
conclusion (a) and (b) both hold true for infinitely many k.

By (B15), (3.14), the Federer-Fleming compactness theorem, and [Sim83, Theorem 34.5], after
passing to a subsequence there is an n-dimensional locally area minimizing rectifiable current T4,
of A1,1(0) such that

(3.33) T}, — Too weakly in Aq 1(0).
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By the monotonicity formula and the fact that ||7%|| — ||7~]|| as Radon measures,

(3.34) sup dist(X,spt T) + sup dist(X,spt Tx) — 0
Xespt TxNA, ./ (0) Xespt TooNA, ,.1(0)

for all k" € (0,1). Let C, = >F | qi(k) [[Pi(k)]] for some integers q(k) > 1 with P, qi(k) = g where

i
P® are n-dimensional oriented planes with {0} x R"2 C Pl-(k) and with orienting n-vector 15;-(@.

1
(c0) > 1, n-dimensional linear planes p

After passing to a subsequence, there are integers g; 7, and

orientation n-vectors 15;-(00) of Pi(oo) such that

(3.35) g™ = ¢ disty (P® 0B (0), P N By(0)) » 0, P - B
)

for each i. After possibly reversing the orientations of the planes p* , we may assume that for

each 7,5 € {1,2,...,p} if Pi(oo) = Pj(oo) then ﬁi(oo) = ﬁj(oo). Thus

P
Cr,— Cx = Zqioo) [[Pi(oo)]] weakly in A;1(0).
i=1

By B.19) and (3.33),

disty (P N B1(0), P N By (0)) < inf dist(X, P{™)
XeP*)n(smt1 xRn—2)
for each ¢ # j. Thus either Pi(oo) = Pj(oo) or Pi(oo) N Pj(oo) = {0} x R"2 for each i # j. It follows
from ([B.I7) and monotonicity formula (as in Lemma [2Z8) that for each " € (0,1) and sufficiently
large k

—1 2

(3.36) sup dist(X, spt Cp) < 2wit2e/ 2.
Xespt TpNA, ,./(0)

Letting k — oo in (3.36]) using (B.34) and (B.35]) gives that spt T C spt Coo. In particular, by the
constancy theorem spt 7T is a union of n-dimensional planes contained in spt Co in A 1(0) and
To has constant multiplicity on each plane in its support.

For each i € {1,2,...,p}, set
V= {X € Ay (154x)/16(0) : dist(X, spt Pi(oo)) < %minsep Coo}.

Note that by B38), CrLV; is a sum of finitely many n-dimensional oriented planes with integer
multiplicity. By BI5), 334) and spt T, C spt Coo, TxLV; is a locally area minimizing rectifiable
current of V; with (9(TxLV;))L A1 (154x)/16(0) = 0. By the constancy theorem, there is an integer

%k) such that
k
(3.37) Ty (T VLAY (5 (0) = B TP LA (r-45(0):
After possibly reversing the orientation of each plane of Cj converging to PZ-(OO)7 we may assume
that g > 0. By (316) and [332)

G LAy 710 8(0)) < ITll (Vi 0 Ay 70y 8(0)) < [|T3]I(A1,1(0))
<(g+1/2) L7(A11(0)) < (q +3/4) L (Ay(740/5(0)

g ;o Bl .
and thus ¢; ' < ¢. By (834) and Lemma 217 fval’(Hﬁ)/g(O) T, — P, |2 d||Tk|| — 0, where T},
is the orientation n-vector of Tj. In view of these facts as well as (3.35]) and (3.19]), we can apply
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Theorem with Pi(oo), CiLV; and T V; in place of R™ x {0}, P and T to obtain

sup diSt(X, spt Ci.N Vz) < CE(Tk, Cka Al,l(o))
spt TNViNA Y (34x)/4(0)

for some constant C' = C'(n,m,q,7, K, 1) € (0,00). In other words,

(3.38) sup dist(X, spt Cx) < CE(T, Ck, A1,1(0))
spt TkﬂA17(3+H)/4(O)

for some constant C = C(n,m,q,v, k,p) € (0,00). Recall that Cp, = >, qZ [[P k)]] Let
k
{X € Ay (31)/4(0) : dist(X,spt P*)) < 20E(Ty,, G, A11(0))} = [ J U

as a union of connected components Ui(k), where C'is as in ([3.38). Thus Ui(k) are mutually disjoint,

connected, open subsets of Ay (31,)/4(0). For each i € {1,2,..., Ny}, select a plane PJ(Z)) of Cyg

such that Pj(é)) N A17(3+,i)/4(0) C Ui(k). After passing to a subsequence we can take N = Nj to be
independent of k£ and assume that j(4) is independent of k for each i € {1,2,...,N}. Set

(k) _ (k)
Tj(z‘) =T, U,

for each k and each i € {1,2,...,N}. Set T]( ) =0 if 5 ¢ {5(1),5(2),...,j(N)}. Clearly (3.20) and
B21) hold true with T} and Ti(k) in place of T and T;. By the above construction,
sup dist(X, spt Cy) < 4¢CE (T}, Ci, A1,1(0))
spt TNA (31x)/4(0)
where C' is as in (B338]), proving (3:23) with Ck,ﬂ(k),Tk,ﬂ(k) in place of C, P, T,T;. By the
constancy theorem there exists integers g; 3\ such that (3:22)) holds true with @(k)’ P.(k)7 7*) in place

(2 (2

of g;, P;, T;. Since (B.37) holds true with Z[f ) > 0, by Lemma[ZT and the continuity of push-forwards
in the weak topology we have that A(k) > 0 for all k£ and i. By (8.22]), (3:20), (3:16]), and (3:32),

hS]

Zqz "(A1,(14x)/2(0 Z [(A1,(114)/2(0) = 1 Txl| (A1, (145)/2(0))

(q + 1/2) £*(A1,1(0)) < (g +3/4) L™ (A1, (14x)/2(0))

and thus Y 7_ 1Z]fk) < q. Therefore, Lemma [3.5(a) holds true. By applying Almgren’s Strong
Lipschitz Approximation Theorem (Theorem 2.9 using a partition of unity argument (see the
proof of Lemma 2.9 of [KrumWic-a]) and Lemma 211 Lemma B.5(b) holds true. O

@

The proof of Lemma will proceed by induction on p, assuming for pg € {2,3,...,q} that
(H5) Lemma [3.6 holds true for all p € {1,2,...,po — 1} .
Before proceeding with the proof of Lemma we observe the following.

Remark 3.8. (1) Let 5 € (0,1) be an arbitrary constant. Suppose that 2 < py < g, C € Cqypy,
and T is an n-dimensional rectifiable current of A 1(0). Choose an integer p € {1,2,...,py — 1}
such that

NIQZ

iIlf Q(T, C/,Al,l(O)) Z 1nf Q(T, C/,Al,l(O))
ey, Co e ¢y
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whenever k € {p+ 1,p+2,...,po — 1}, and such that either p=1 or p > 1 and

ll’lf Q(Ta C/, Al,l(o)) < é inf Q(T’ C,a Al,l(o))‘
C/EU ;o 2 Cleup 1 c

p/=1 q p’ /=1 "q.p
Choose C € C, 5 such that

Q(T,C,A11(0) <2 inf  Q(T,C',A11(0)).
Cleuﬁ’:lcqm’

Hence we choose p € {1,2,...,pp — 1} and Ce C, 7 which satisfy

(3.39) Q(T,C,A1;(0) 270713270 inf  Q(T,C',A1:1(0)),

/ P()l
CEU’ =1 qp

and either p=1or p > 1 and

(3.40) Q(T,C,A11(0) <8  inf  Q(T,C',A11(0))

’ D
CeU’l a,p’

(as in (3.25) with C in place of C).

(2) Suppose that (H5) holds true and 7" satisfies hypotheses of Lemma[B.0l Let 6 = d(n, m,q,po,7y) €
0,1) and 8 = B(n,m 0 € (0,1) be suitably small constants and suppose that
(0,1) s 4, D0, Y y pp

(3.41) mf Q(T, C/, A1,1(0)) < 4.

PO
CIGU /=1 qp

Letp e {1,2,...,po—1} and C € C, 5 such that (3.39) holds true and eltherp =lorp>1land (BEIII)
holds true. Let spt C = UZ 1 P for n-dimensional oriented planes P; such that {0} x R"2 C P,

By (H5), 313, 3.16), (339), (Li._lml), and (B4I) we can apply Lemma 3.8 with C in place of C to
deduce the following. By Lemma [3.6(a) either p =1 or p > 1 and

(3.42) minsep C > ¢ inf Q(T,C', A11(0)),
C/eUg 11 a.p’
(3.43) disty (P, N B1(0), Py N B1(0)) < C inf dist(X, Py) forall 1 <i,i' <p

XePBn(Sm+1xRn—2)

for some constants ¢ = ¢(n, m,q,po,y) > 0 and C = C(n,m,q,po,7y) € (0,00). By Lemma B6|(b),
there exists integers ¢; > 0 with Y?_; ¢; < ¢ and n-dimensional locally area minimizing rectifiable
currents T; of Ay (1544)/16(0) such that

'M%g
:Hz

(3.44) TLA L (1514)/16(0) =
i=1
(3.45) (0T3) A, J(1541)/16(0) = 0,
(3.46) (754 T)LA, (74+1)/8(0) = Gi[ Pl Ay (741 /8(0),
(3.47) sup dlSt(X,ﬁi) < 0Q,
Xesptﬁ

where Q = Q(T,é,ALl(O)) and C = C(n,m,q,po,7, k) € (0,00) is a constant. By Lemma B.6l(c),
for each i € {1,2,...,p} there exist a Lipschitz §;-valued function @, : P, NA (34x)/4(0) — .Aq~1(PJ-)
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and a closed set K; C P; N A (341x)/4(0) such that

(3.48) TZ'\_T('I_S.l(_[?i) = (graph ﬂi)\_ﬂlg.l(j%i),
H (P 01 A (3100/2(0) \ K) + T (751 (P 0 A 3107400 \ Ki) < CQ°,

sup lu;| < C@, sup |Vu;| < C@a,
PiNA1 (31k)/4(0) PiNA1 (31k)/4(0)

where and o = a(n,m, q) € (0,1) and C = C(n,m,q,po,7, k) € (0,00) are constants.

(3) Suppose that T} are as in (44)-BA7) with x = 1/2 and ¥, are as in (3.48) with x = 1/2.
Let X € sptCN Ay ;/2(0). By (339), B.41) and (B.47), dist(X,sptT) < (1 —~)/32. Thus the
closest point to X in spt 7' lies in spt 7' N Ay 3/4(0). In other words, by (B8.44]), the closest point to

X in spt T lies on sptﬁ for some i. By the triangle inequality and (B.47),

(3.49) dist(X, spt C) < dist(X, F;) < dist(X,sptT;) + sup dist(X,P)
Y espt TZ

< dist(X,spt T) 4+ CQ,
where C' = C(n,m,q,po,7) € (0,00) are constants. Integrating (3.49) over X € spt C N Ay 1/2(0)
and using (316 and ([B3:27)),

(3.50) / dist?(X, spt C) d||C||(X) < 2 / dist?(X,spt T) d||C||(X) + CQ* < CQ?,
Ay 1/2(0) Ay 1/2(0)

where C' = C(n,m,q,po,7y) € (0,00) are constants. On the other hand, by the triangle inequality

and (3.48)
(3.51) dist(X,spt C) < dist(X + @; ;(X),spt C) + |u; ;(X)]
< dist(X + ; ;(X),spt C) + cQ
for each X € EﬂAl/g,l(O) and j € {1,2,...,q;}, where u;(X) = ?i:l[[ﬂi,j(X)]] for some wu; j(X) €
Pl and C = C(n,m,q,po,7y) € (0,00) is a constant. Integrating (B.51]) over X € PN Ay41(0)

(2

and using the area formula, (3.48]), and (3.25])
P
(3.52) S /~ dist2(X, spt C) dH"(X)
i=1 PiﬁAl/Q,l(O)

< 2/ dist?(X,spt C) d||T|(X) + CQ* < CQ>.
Az/4,1(0)

Since C € C;, and Ce Cy 5, it follows from (B.50) and ([B.52) that
(3.53) disty (spt C N B1(0),spt C N B1(0)) < CQ

for some constant C = C(n, m, q,pg,7) € (0,00).

(4) By 340) and 342), Q(T, C, A11(0)) < C3 minsep C for some constant C' = C(n,m,q,po,7y) €
0,00). ecall that if p = 1 then minsep C = oo. us assuming p 1s suilicient small, by
Recall that if p h i C Th ing 3 i ffici 11, b

(3.54) C=) Z 4,5 Pijl

i=1 j=1
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for some integers s; > 1 and ¢; ; > 1 such that Z?Zl s; = po and 2511 Zj;l ¢,j = ¢ and some
distinct n-dimensional oriented planes P j such that {0} x R"2 C P, ; and

(3.55) disty (Pi; N B1(0), B, N B1(0)) < CQ(T,C, A11(0)),

where C' = C(n,m, q,po,7) € (0,00) is a constant. In light of (B55]) we may assume (by reversing
the orientation of P; if necessary) that the orientation of P, ; is close to the orientation of P; as
n-vectors. When p > 1, since py > p, there exists ¢ and j # j' such that P;; and P; ; are distinct

planes close to P; and thus by (355)
(3.56) maxsep C < C Q(T, C, A11(0))

for some constant C' = C'(n, m, q,po,7) € (0,00).

Proof of Lemma[3.6. We shall proceed by induction on p. Let v, € (0,1). Let us look at the base
case p = 1. For p = 1 we do not need to prove Lemma B.6[a). By BI5), (3I0), and BI7) we
can apply Lemma [ZT9 and Almgren’s Strong Lipschitz Approximation Theorem (Theorem [29) to

obtain Lemmal[B.6l(b)(c) provided we also show that g1 > 0. (In particular, Lemmal[36|(b) holds true
with Ty = TLA | (344),4(0).) By B.23), (B.I17), and Lemma 2.11] fAl,(HH)/z(O) 1T — P2 d||T||(X) <

Cz2, where T is the orientation n-vector of T and C = C(n,m,q,7v,k) € (0,00) is a constant. Thus
since we assumed spt TN Ay 1 /2(0) # 0, by Lemma we must have that q; > 0.

Suppose now that py € {2,3,...,¢} and (H5) holds. We want to show Lemma holds true
when p = py.

Proof of Lemma [Z6(a). Let C and T satisfy the hypotheses of Lemma We will prove
Lemma [B.6l(a) by separately considering the cases

0 mf QILC,AL(0) <6
Cre Up’ =1 qp
(II) ll’lfl Q(Ta C/’ Al,l(o)) > 6,
SRV
1 q '

where 6 = §(n,m,q,po,7) € (0,1) will be chosen so that Lemma [B.6l(a) holds true in Case (I).

Case (I). Fix 8 = B(n,m, q,po,7, %) € (0,1) are small enough that we can apply RemarkZ8(2)(3)(4).
By Remark B8(1), there exists 1 < p < po and C € qu such that (3.39) holds true and either
p=1lorp>1and (BEII) holds true. Let spt C = (UY_, P; for n-dimensional oriented planes P
such that {0} x R"2 C P,

It suffices to first show ([3:26). Then ([B.27)) will follow by observing that by ([B.:26), (3:39), and
B.55)

(3.57) diStH(P N Bl(O), Pi,j’ N Bl(o)) <C lnf1 Q(T, C/7 Bl(O))
C'eUPP L Co
<CminsepC < C inf dist (X, P, j)
XEPi’jﬁ(Sm_IXRn_Q) ’
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forall 1 <i <pandj # j'. Moreover, by [8.55), (B40) and (3:42) we have disty (P;; N B1(0), Pin
B, (0)) < CBminsep C, which together with (343) implies that

dists (P, ; N B1(0), Py j» N B1(0)) <2disty (P N B1(0), Py N B1(0))

<2C  inf dist(X, Py)
XEPiﬁ(Sm+1 XR"72)
<4C inf dist(X, Py )

XGPi’jﬂ(Sm'Fl XR"_2)

forall i #4',1 <j<s;, and 1 < j' < sy, where C = C(n,m,q,po,7) € (0,00) is a constant; this
together with (B.57)) proves (B.27]).

We claim that provided § is sufficiently small, ([8.26]) holds true. Suppose to the contrary that
for k =1,2,3,... there are ¢, — 0", B, — 07, 8 — 0, Cy, € Cypy, and n-dimensional locally area
minimizing rectifiable currents T, of A 1(0) such that (3.15), (3.16]), (3.17), and (3:25]) hold true
with ey, Bk, Ck, Ti; in place of g, 5, C,T and

(3.58) inf Q(Tk, C/, A171(0)) < O
CIGUP9 11 q,p’
but
1 ~
(3.59) minsep Gy, < + Q(T, C, A1,1(0)).

Let 1 < p < pand Cy, € C, 5 such that (339) holds true with 0y, T}, C in place of §,T,C and

either p =1 or p > 1 and (3.40) holds true with T} and Cy, in place of T and C. Note that after
passing to a subsequence we assume that p is independent of k. Let

7
spt G = 20
=1

for some distinct n-dimensional oriented planes ]Si(k) such that {0} x R"~2 C ]Si(k). Recall that there

exists integers ¢; and n-dimensional locally area minimizing rectifiable currents i-(k) such that
~(k
Ter A 31/32(0) = ZTi( )

(as in (3.44)) and (B45)—(B3.47) hold true with x = 1/2 and with ék,ﬁi(k),Tk,i(k) in place of
C, P, T,T;. Again, after passing to a subsequence we assume that ¢; are independent of k. Further
recall that there exists Lipschitz g;-valued functions ﬂﬁk) : Pi(k) NA;1/2(0) — Agi((Pi(k))L) and sets
Ki(k) - Pi(k) N A 1/2(0) such that

F(k — ~(k ~(k — ~(k
(3.60) T (K = (graph i) (RY),

H'(B® N A1 000)0\ KM 4+ | TF ||<M<~ >>mA1 12000\ K®) < c@e,

sup [ < CQp, Lipa™” < CQY
ﬁi(k)ﬂA1,1/2(0)
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(as in (F2R)), where Qp = Q(Tk,ék,Al,l(O)) and where @ = a(n,m,q) € (0,1) and C =
C(n,m,q,po,7,k) € (0,00) are constants. Express Cy, as

P s
— (k)
Cr=2_ D ailFi;]
i=1 j=1
(as in (B.54)) where s; > 1 and ¢; ; > 1 are integers with Z]? 1 Si = po and Z?Zl > ii16ij = q and
PA(I;) are distinct n-dimensional oriented planes such that {0} x R"~2 C P(k) and (3.55) holds true

(2

with P(k) Z(j), Cp, Ty, in place of PZ, s C T. After passing to a subsequence we assume that s;

and ¢; ; are independent of k. By (8.33]), each PZS j) is the graph of a linear single-valued function
qSZ(? : ﬁ(k) — (]Si(k))l such that

) _
(3.61) 1655 e, 0,500y < O

for some constant C' = C(n, m,q, po,7) € (0,00). For each k and 1, set gbgk) = i1 [[(;52(?]] as a
multi-valued function.

Let q(k) : R — R™™ be an orthogonal linear transformation such that qgk)({O} x R"72) =
{0} x R""2 and q(k)(ﬁi(k)) = {0} x R™. It follows that qgk)((ﬁi(k))L) = R™ x {0}. By the area
formula and (3.60)),

1 o -
/~ 1Du® |2 < / iT*) — BOPRaIT® | + Qe < 0Q3,
PiNA;,1/2(0) 2 Ay 5/8(0)

where T;(k) and ]5;(]?) are the orientation n-vectors of Ti(k) and ﬁi(k) respectively and where C' =
C(n,m,q,po,7v) € (0,00) are constants. Thus by [Alm8&3] Theorem 2.19] (or [DelSpalll Proposi-
tion 2.11 and Proposition 3.20]) after passing to a subsequence there is a locally Dirichlet energy

minimizing g;-valued function w; € M/loc (A1,1/2(0), Az (R™)) such that (ql(-k) oﬂl(-k) o (qgk))_l)/Ek —
w; in L2(Aq1/2(0), Az (R™)). By (BEII) after passmg to a subsequence there are linear single-valued
functions ¢; ; : R™ — R™ such that (qZ qﬁ ( )*1) JQr — Ui ,j uniformly on Bl(O) For each

i, set ¢; = ijl ¢ij[¥i ;] as a multi- Valued function such that (q; k) o ¢(k ( ) )/Q —
uniformly on A ;/5(0).

For each X € Ay 1/2(0) let ﬂ(k) (X) = 1[[~” (X)] for some u(k) (X) e R™. Let spt u( )(X) =
{ﬂgﬁ) (X),... ,~(k ( )} be the set of all values of ugk (X) and similarly let spt gbi ( ), spt w;(X),

and spt ¢Z( ) denote the set of all values of (;52( (X), wi(X), and ;(X) respectively. Since by
(B31) ]V¢ )| < CF is small,

~

dist(ﬁ;j) (X),spt qﬁgk) (X)) <2dist(X +u N(k) 7 (X),spt Cy)
for each X € Ay 1/2(0) and sufficiently large k. Thus by the area formula, (3.60), and (3.23]),

D Gi
(3.62) Z /ﬁ Dm0 Zdistz(qjg“j)(X),spt ¢§k)(X))dHn(X)
=1 i 1,1/2 =1

§4/ dist?(X, spt Cy) d||Tx || (X) + CQI
Aq 1(0)

<4BLQ% + CQF,
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where a = a(n,m,q) € (0,1) and C = C(n,m,q,po,7y) € (0,00) are constants. Dividing (3.62]) by
Q2 and letting k — oo gives us that spt w;(X) C spt1;(X) for L-a.e. X € A1,1/2(0). On the other
hand, by a similar argument (3.60) and (3.25]) also give us

(3.63) szq] /y

dist? ¢y (X),spt ") (X)) dH™(X) < 463Q% + CQF*,
i=1 j=1 PNAL 1/5(0) ’

where a = a(n,m,q) € (0,1) and C = C(n,m,q,po,7) € (0,00) are constants. Dividing (3.63] by
@z and letting k — oo gives us spt w;(X) = spt¢;(X) for L"-a.e. X € A;1/5(0). In fact since w;
is Dirichlet energy minimizing and therefore continuous in Ay ;/2(0), spt w;(X) = spt ;(X) for all
X € A1,1/2(0).

By (B.16]) and (3.40) we can apply Remark 3.7 to obtain

maxsepCr > ¢ inf  Q(T}, C', A11(0)) > 2P 3P~ 2c Q(Ty, Cy,, A1,1(0)),
el ¢,y
where ¢ = ¢(n,m,q,7v) > 0 is a constant and the last step follows from (339). Hence, since each
(k)
4,5
k k ~
(3.64) sup 68 (X) = 65 (X)| = ¢ Qu
xeP®n(sm+1xRn-2)

PZ(f;) is graph of a linear single-valued ¢

forall k, 1 <i <p,and 1 < j < j <'s; and for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, m,q,pg,7y) > 0. Dividing
B64) by Qp and letting k — oo gives us that ¢;; # ;s forall 1 <i <pand1<j<j <s,.
Similarly, by [353) for each sufficiently large k there exists 1 <i < pand 1 < j < j < s; such that

(3.65) in 6900 — o)) < 2 Q.
XePPnEmtixrn-z) b k

After passing to a subsequence, we may take 4, j, and j’ to be independent of k. Dividing (3.65)
by Q) and letting k — oo gives us that Vi j(X) = 1 j»(X) for some X € S' x R"~2. Hence since
Vij =iy =0o0n {0} x R"2 {¢; ; = 1; i} is an (n — 1)-dimensional linear subspace of R". Since
spt w;(X) = spt ¢;(X) for all X € A ;/5(0), the singular set of w; contains the (n — 1)-dimensional
linear subspace {v; ; = v j}, contradicting w; being Dirichlet energy minimizing. Therefore, (3.26])
holds true.

Case (II). Now fix ¢ such that Lemma B.6(a) holds true in Case (I). Let’s show that provided z, 8
are sufficiently small,

(3.66) minsep C > ¢
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,m, q,pg,7y) € (0,1). Since

disty (P N B1(0), P, NB1(0)) <2
for each pair P; and P; of planes of C and by (3.16])

(3.67) inf  Q(T,C',A1.(0)) < C
crel ) Co
for some constant C' = C(n,m,q,7) € (0,00), showing ([B.66]) will prove Lemma [3.6(a). Note that
by Remark [3.7,
(3.68) maxsep C > ¢é

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,m,q, po,7y) > 0.
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To see (B3.66]), suppose to the contrary that for k = 1,2,3,... there are g — 07, B, — 0T,
Ci € Cyp, and n-dimensional locally area minimizing rectifiable currents T} of A; 1(0) such that

BI5), B.I6), 3I7), and B25) hold true with e, Bk, Ci, Ty in place of g, 3, C, T and

(3.69) inf QT €, A1(0)) = 6
C'e Up’ =1 qp
but
1
(3.70) minsep Cj, < s

By BI3), (316), the Federer-Fleming compactness theorem, and [Sim83l Theorem 34.5], after
passing to a subsequence there is an n-dimensional locally area minimizing rectifiable current 7T,
such that

T, — Too weakly in Aj 1(0).

In particular, by [Sim83, Theorem 34.5] and the monotonicity formula,

(3.71) |Tk|| = || Ts|| in the sense of Radon measures of A 1(0),
(3.72) sup dist(X,spt T + sup dist(X,spt 7)) — 0.
Xespt TpNA 3,4(0) Xespt TooNAY 3/4(0)

Let C, = >0, ql [[P ]] for some integers q( )

= 7

> 1 with P, ql =q and Pi(k) are n-dimensional

oriented planes with {0} x R"~2 C Pi(k) and with orienting n-vector 13i(k).

subsequence there are integers qi(oo) o0)

]5;(00) or Pi(oo) such that

After passing to a

> 1, n-dimensional linear planes Pi( , and orienting n-vectors

(3.73) g™ = ¢ disty (PP 1 AL1(0), P N A1(0) — 0, PM — B
for each 7, and thus
P
Cr,—Cyp = Zqiw) [[PZ.(OO)]] weakly in Aj 1(0).
i=1
Note that by ([B68]) and [B73), maxsep Co, > c0 (where ¢ is as in ([3:68])) and thus C, consists of

p distinct planes Pi(oo). In particular, Co € Cyp. By (B:25), (B.67), and the monotonicity formula,
for all k" € (0,1) and sufficiently large k

sup dist(X,spt Cg) + sup dist(X, spt T})
Xespt TeNA 1/4(0) Xespt CpNAy 1/4(0)
< CQUT}. Cr. Ay (0)) 72 < OB,
where C = C(n,m,q,7) € (0,00) are constants. Letting k¥ — oo using (3.72) and B.73)
(3.74) spt Too M Ayq1/4(0) = spt Coo M Ay 1 /4(0).

But by (3.70) and (B.73]), at least two distinct planes of Pi(oo) and Pj(oo) of C intersect in S™+! x
R"~2. Recalling {0} x R""2 is a subspace of both Pi(oo) and Pj(oo), P and Pj(oo) intersect

(2
along an (n — 1)-dimensional linear subspace. Hence by (B.74]), spt T N Ay 1/2(0) is a union of
n-dimensional planes, with two distinct planes intersecting along an (n — 1)-dimensional linear

subspace, contradicting T, being area-minimizing in A ;(0). Therefore, (3.66) must hold true.
Proof of Lemma[30(b) and (c). In light of (8:27]), we can apply Lemma B5(a) to obtain

sup diSt(X, spt C) < CE(T, C, A171(0))
Xespt TNA Y (144)/2(0)



44 BRIAN KRUMMEL & NESHAN WICKRAMASEKERA

for some constant C' = C(n,m, q,po,7, k) € (0,00). In particular, by ([3.25) and (3.20)

sup dist(X,spt C) < CfB3sep C
Xespt TﬁAl’(l_,_,i)/Q(O)

for some constant C' = C(n, m, q,po,7, k) € (0,00). Therefore, assuming 3 is sufficiently small and
possibly reversing the orientation of P;, there exists integers ¢; > 0 and n-dimensional locally area
minimizing rectifiable currents T; of Ay (31,/4(0) such that 1%, g < ¢ and (B20), 3:2I) and
(B22) hold true. By Lemma 219 (3.:23) holds true with C' = C(n, m,~, k). To complete the proof
of Lemma B.6]b), it remains to show that ¢; > 0. Then by applying Almgren’s Strong Lipschitz
Approximation Theorem (Theorem [29) like in Lemma B5(b), Lemma [B6(c) holds true.

Suppose that ¢; = 0 for some i € {1,2,...,po}. By B23), 3I17), and Lemma 211} we have
that fAl ir2(0) |T — P;)?d||T|(X) < C%%, where T is the orientation n-vector of 7" and C =
C(n,m,q,v,k) € (0,00) is a constant. Hence by Lemma 28] spt T; N Ay (315,)/5(0) = 0. We claim
that for each X € P, N Ay 1/4(0)

(3.75) dist(X,sptT) > ¢ inf Q(T,C',A11(0))
C,EUP’ =1 qp

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,m,q,po,7,x) > 0. In the case that dist(X,sptT) > (1 — v)/64, (B10)
obviously holds true. If dist(X,sptT) < (1 — v)/64, then by the triangle inequality, spt7; N

A1,3/8(O) =0, (Im)7 (Im)7 and (3.25))

dist(X,spt T') > dist(X,spt C \ ;) — sup dist(Y,spt C \ F))
Yespt TNA 3/8(0)
= dist(X,spt C \ ;) — sup dist(Y, spt C)

Yespt TNA 3/8(0)

>c inf Q(T, C,,ALl(O)) — CE(T,C,ALl(O))
CIGUZ9;11 Cop/

> inf Q(T7 C,aALl(O))v

1
5 po—1
eUp/O:I Cop!

where ¢ = ¢(n,m, q,po,7,x) > 0 and C = C(n,m,q,po,7v,k) € (0,00) are constants. Integrating

B15) over X € P,

Q(T,C,A;1(0))? > / dist®(X,spt T)dH"(X) > ¢ inf  Q(T,C', A1,1(0))”
PiNA;y 1/4(0) CIEUP' —1 Cap’
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,m, q,po,7y, k) > 0, contradicting (3:25]). O

Proof of Theorem[3.4} Suppose that g, By, C,T satisfy the hypotheses of Theorem [3.4l Take any
p>7/4 and ¢ € R"2 such that p? + |¢|> < (3 +v)?/16. We claim that

(3.76) (OT) A1 (¢) =0,

(3.77) E(T,C, A,1(Q)) < p~"2/2 B(T, C,B1(0)) < (r/4) /2,
(3.78) ITI(Ap1/2(0) > (a = 1/2) £7(4,1/2(0));

(3.79) IT11(Ap1(0) < (g +1/2) £ (A4,1(0)),

(3.80) B(T,C, Ap(¢) < Or ™ 3/25, S QIO A
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where C'= C'(n,m,p,q,7) € (0,00) is a constant. Moreover, we claim that

(3.81) Q(T,C, Ay, (0) < Cr~ 225, inf  Q(T,C',A1)4,(0))

’ p—1
c eUp/:l Cop/

where again C' = C(n,m,p,q,v) € (0,00) is a constant. Since A,;1({) C B;(0), B.76) follows
directly from (97").B;(0) = 0 and B.77)) follows from (B.4]).

Let us show (B.78) holds true. Note that the proof of (3.79) is similar. Suppose to the contrary
that for k = 1,2,3,... there exists ¢, — 0%, Cy € Cy,, and T} be an n-dimensional locally area
minimizing rectifiable current of B;(0) such that [8.3]) and (3.4]) hold true with ey, Cy, T}, in place
of g9, C, T but for some py > 7/4 and ¢, € R"2 with p2 + |(x|? < (3 +7)?/16

(3.82) 1Tkl (Apy1/2(Ck)) < (g —1/2) L™(A,, 1/2(0)).
By (33)), the Federer-Fleming compactness theorem, and [Sim83, Theorem 34.5], after passing to a

subsequence there exists an n-dimensional locally area minimizing rectifiable current T,, of B1(0)
such that

T, — T weakly in B1(0),

(3.83) IT%|| = || T~|| in the sense of Radon measures of B;(0).
By the monotonicity formula,
(3.84) sup dist(X, spt T) — 0

Xespt TooNB4(0)

for all o € (0,1). Let C,, = >_F_; ngk) [[Pl-(k)]] for some integers qi(k) > 1 such that Y% _; qgk) = q and
for some n-dimensional oriented planes Pi(k) with {0} x R"2 Pi(k) and with orientation n-vectors

(c0)
i

Pi(oo) with {0} x R"~2 ¢ Pi(k) and with orientation n-vectors ]5;(00) such that

15;-(@. After passing to a subsequence, there are integers ¢ and n-dimensional oriented planes

(3.85) g™ = ¢ disty (PF 0B (0), P N By(0)) » 0, P - B
for each i. After possibly reversing the orientations of the planes Pi(k), we may assume that for

each i,j € {1,2,...,p} if P = P> then B> = P>, Thus

p
Ci — Coo = Y _ 4 [P™)] weakly in B1(0).
i=1
It follows from (3.4]) and the monotonicity formula (as in Lemma [2.§]), for all o € (0,1) and
sufficiently large k
2
sup dist(X, spt Cy) < 2e,*2.
Xespt TxNB4(0)
Letting £ — oo using (3.84]) and (3.85)) gives us

P
(3.86) spt Too € 5pt Coe = | P

i=1
Notice that any two distinct planes of C., must intersect either precisely along {0} x R"~2 or
along an (n — 1)-dimensional linear subspace. Since Ty, is area-minimizing, there is no X €
sing T \ ({0} x R"2) and 6 > 0 such that sptTh, N Bs(X) is a union of three or more distinct
n-dimensional half-planes meeting along an (n — 1)-dimensional affine subspace passing through X.
It follows that for each X € spt Ty \ ({0} x R"2) there exists § > 0 and exactly one plane Pi(oo)

of C such that spt Too N Bs(X) = PZ-(OO) N Bs(X). Hence spt T is the union of a subcollection
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of distinct planes of Cu such that any two planes intersect precisely along {0} x R"~2 and Ty
has constant integer multiplicity on each plane. Consequently, ©(T,,0) is an integer. By the
upper semi-continuity of density and ©(7},0) > ¢, it follows that ©(T,,0) > ¢. But by (3.83) and
| T%||(B1(0)) < (¢+1/2) wy, we must have that ©(Th,0) = w,, || Tw||(B1(0)) < ¢+ 1/2. Therefore,
O(Tx,0) = ¢q. By ([B.83) and the fact that spt 7w, is the union of a subcollection of distinct planes
of Co,

i [T (A 1/2(G0) 2 [T (A g 1/2(Ge)) = 4 £%(Ay1/200)),
contradicting (3.82]).

Finally, let’s verify (3.80) and (B:81). Let p > 7/4 and ¢ € R"2 with p? + [¢|*> < (3 + 7)?/16.
By B3) and (33) we can apply Remark 3.7 to obtain

(3.87) Q(T,C,B;(0)) < Cpymaxsep C
for some constant C'= C(n, q) € (0,00). Since A, 1(¢) C B1(0),
(3.88) E(T,C,A,1(¢) < Cr~*2/2 35 maxsep C

for some constant C' = C(n,m,p,q,7) € (0,00). Let § = §(n,m,q,p,v) € (0,1) and B =

B(n,m,q,p,7v) € (0,1) be small enough that we can apply Remark B.8(2)(3)(4). If

inf Q(T,C'A,1(¢) >4

’ p—1
C EUp’:l Cop

then since minsep C < 2 it follows from (B.88]) that (8:80) holds true. Otherwise, by Remark [B.§]
there exists an integer 1 < p < p and C € C, 5 such that

Q(T,C, A, 1(¢)) < 20-1 %P5,

(3.89) Q(T,C,A,1(C)) < 2p~1p2P inf Q(T,C',A,1(C))
crel Cyp
and either p =1 or p > 1 and
QT,C,A,1(C) <B  inf  Q(T,C,A,1(Q)).
C’eUﬁ,_:ll Cyp

It follows that (B.56]) holds true with 7 ¢) ,47 in place of T', that is

(3.90) maxsep C < C Q(T, C, A,1(Q))

for some constant C' = C(n,m,q,po,7y) € (0,00). Combining (B3:88]), (3:90), and B89 gives us
(380). When p = 1/4 and ¢ = 0, we also have that A;/41/2(0) C By/5(0) N {r > 1/16} and thus
B81) gives us

(3.91) Q(T.C, A1, (C)) < Cflg maxsep C

for some constant C = C(n,m,p,q,7) € (0,00). Combining (B.91]), (3.90), and (B.:89) gives us
(3.8T).

In light of (B.76)), (3.77), (3.79), and (3.81)), we can apply Lemma [3.6 with 7 ; /44T in place of T'.
In particular, by Lemma [B.6(a) with 79 /447" in place of T', we deduce that Theorem [B.4(a) holds

true. Thus by B.76), (3.77), (3.79), (3.80), and [B.7), we can apply Lemma 3.5 with 7 ¢) ,4T in
place of T for all p > 7/4 and ¢ € R"~2 with p? + |¢|? < (3 +7)?/16.

To see conclusions (b) and (c), observe that A, ,(¢) = {(rw,y) : w € S™L, (r,y) € lel_—lv)fw/S(p’ 9);

for each k € (0,1), p > 0, and ¢ € R"2. Note that if A, ,.(()NA .(¢") # 0 then |(p, () — (¢, ()| <

%(1 — )k (p+ p') and thus 2;8:32 p<p < % p. By the Vitali covering lemma there is
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a finite collection of p; > 7/4 and ¢; € R"2 with p? + 0¢G> < 3+ 79)?%/16 (for 1 < j < N)
such that pji1 < pj for all 1 < j < N, {A, 1/3(pj,(j)} covers Bz, y)u(0) N {r > 7/4}, and
{Apj,1/40(p],gj)} is pairwise disjoint. For each o > 0, if p; < 0/2 then A, 1((;) C {r < o}. Set
Jo = max{j : p; > o/2}. Since {B
B?71(0), for each o > 0

1 q/ o /320(pj,Cj)} is a collection of pairwise disjoint balls in

1_ n—
Jw(%) Zz“ L o0 G)) < LU BITHO)) = wn

and thus
(3.92) J, < Col™

where C' = ((1 — v)/320)}7". Let {t;} be a smooth partition of unity of B,(0,P;) N {r > 7}
subordinate to {A,, 1/4((;)} such that

N
(3.93) 0< ¢ <1, sptyy CA, 1/a(¢). Vil < Z
Recalling (377, for each j € {1,2,..., N} and i € {1,2,...,p} we can apply Lemma [35(a) with

M0,¢;),p;# 1 in place of T' to find integers g;; with P 1lajil < ¢ and n-dimensional locally area
minimizing rectifiable currents Tj; of A, 7/3((;) such that

p
(3.94) T A, 7/5(¢5) Z Ty,
(3.95) (aTj,i)‘—Apj,7/8(Cj) =0,
(3.96) (T L) Ay, 3/4(C) = ¢4 P 0 Ay, 3/4(G)],
(3.97) sup  dist(X, P,) < Cp; "°E,

Xespt Tj’i

where £ = E(T,C,B1(0)) and C = C(n,m,q,p,y) € (0,00) is a constant. By @E.18), (3.94),
B9¢6), (3.97), and Lemma 2.1T]

(¢ —1/2) L"(Ap,;1/2(0)) < \ITII(Apj,l/z(Cj))

_Zu il (A, 1/0(6)) <qu”!£ (Ap;.1/2(0)) + Cpy EZ,

=1

where C' = C(n,m,q,p,7,7) € (0,00) is a constant. Thus recalling E < 7~ ("*2)/2¢; and assuming
go is sufficiently small, we obtain ¢ —1/2 < 37 | |g; ;| + 1/4. In other words, since ¢; ; are integers
and Y| |gj:| < ¢, we must have Y ?_, |g;i| = ¢q. Notice that if A, 18(G) N A, 7/8(C) # O then

by @04) and (BI7)

Tji = T{X : dist(X,P) < C(r/4) "?E} = Ty in Ay, 7/8(¢5) N A, 78(Cr)

for all © € {1,2,...,p}, where C is as in (B.97) and using B3 and (B:6) we assume that [y is
small enough that 6C (7/4)~("*2/2E < minsep C. Similarly, if Apj73/4(g“j) N A, 3/4(Ck) # 0 then
by B396) we have ¢;; = qx; for all i. It follows that for each i there is a well-defined rectifiable
current T; such that 7; = T}; in A, 7/5(¢;) for all j. Since B,(0) N {r > 7/4} is connected, we
can take gj; = ¢; for all j and 4. (In particular, T; and ¢; are defined independent of j.) For each
i, after possibly reversing the orientation of P;, we may assume that ¢; > 0. By Lemma [B.6|(b)
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with 7g,1/44T in place of T', we obtain ¢; > 0 (in (7p,4T:) A y/43/4(0) = @;[PiN Ay/43/4(0)]). One
readily verifies from this construction and ([3.94)—([3.97) that T; satisfies Theorem B.4(b).

For each j € {1,2,...,N} and i € {1,2,...,p} we can apply Lemma BI(b) with ;) ,#7
to find Lipschitz g;-valued functions u;; : P, N A, 1/5((5) — Ag (P) and closed sets K;; C
Pn Apj,l/z(gj) such that

(3.98) TiLWISil(KM) = (graph ujﬂ-)ur;il(Kj’i),
(3.99)  H" (PN Ay, 12(G) \ K5 + TRt (P01 Ay, 17(G) \ KG)) < Cpp 02 e,
(3.100) sup |ujil < ij_n/QE, sup |V, | < Cp]._("+2)°‘/2Ea,

PimApj,l/Q(Cj) PimApj,l/Q(Cj)

where a = a(n,m,q) € (0,1) and C = C(n,m,q,p,v) € (0,00) are constants. By [AIm83] Def-
inition 1.1(6) and Theorem 1.3], there exists an integer L(q,m) > 1 and bi-Lipschitz embedding
€: Ay (R™) — RL and p: RF — Q such that Lip€ < 1, Lip& g < C(m,q), and Lip p < C(m, q),
where Q = £(A4(R™)). For each i € {1,2,...,p} define

N

(3.101) Ki=B,(0,P) N {r>7}\ | J(BNA, 1)\ Ks) |
j=1
N
(3.102) ui(X) = (671 op) ZT,Z)]'(X) €(u;;(X)) | forall X € B,(0,F;) N{r >},
j=1

where {1;} is the smooth partition of unity of B, (0, ) N{r > 7} subordinate to {A, 1/4(¢;)} sat-
isfying (3.93)). Arguing as in [KrumWic-a, Theorem 2.9}, it follows from (3.99) that if A, ;/5(¢;) N
A, 1/2(C) # O then H™(Kj; N Ky;) > 0. Let Z € Kj; N Ki; and note that by (3.98) we have

u;i(Z) = ug,i(Z). Thus by (3100) and pj < —gglz P

(3.103) sup G(uji,up;)
PinA s 1/a(G)N A, 1 /4(Cr)

= sup  G(uji,ui(2)) +  sup g(um,uk,i(Z))gcp;_(""'z)a/ZEa
PinAp;172(65) PinA,, 1/2(¢)

where C' = C(n,m,q,p,7v) € (0,00) is a constant. By (3.98), B.I01), and B3.I02), (312) holds
true. Recalling that {A, 1/4((j)} covers Bz 4)4(0) N {r > o}, p; > o/2 for all j € {1,2,...,J5},
and J, < C(n,y) o™ (as in @02)), it follows from (399) and BI0I) that (I3 holds true. It
follows from ([B102)), (3.93]), (3.100), and FI03) that (B3.I4]) holds true. O

3.3. Initial a priori estimates. Here and in Section [3.4] and Section B.5, we establish several
key integral estimates for locally area-minimizing rectifiable currents 7' close to a sum-of-planes
C € Cyp. These estimates are inspired by the results of [Sim93|] for stationary varifolds in a
“multiplicity 1 class”’. We note that the multiplicity 1 class hypothesis in [Sim93] in particular rules
out branch points a priori. In contrast to this, in the present setting higher multiplicity and branch
points are permitted, and so the proofs of the estimates in the present setting require additional
arguments and strategies, some of which are adaptations of arguments in [Wic14], [KrumWic17].
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Theorem 3.9. For each v € (0,1) there exists eg = eo(n,m,q,7) € (0,1) and By = Bo(n, m,q,7) €
(0,1) such that if C and T satisfy Hypothesis (x) and Hypothesis (xx), then:

XJ_2 ]
(a) / "X‘n’“dHT”( )<C dist®(X, spt C) d||T[|(X),
B1(0)
/ Z|em+2ﬂ|2d|m|< y<o [ dist?(X,spt ©) d|IT]|(X),
B, (0 B1(0)

where () denotes orthogonal projection onto the orthogonal complement of the approzimate tan-
gent plane to T at X and C = C(n,m,q,v) € (0,00) is a constant.

Proof. Without loss of generality assume that v > 1/2. Express each point X € R"™ as X = (z,y)
for z € R™*2 and y € R" 2. Let r = 7(X) = |z| and R = R(X) = |X| for each X = (z,y) € R*™™,
Let ¢ : R — [0, 1] be a decreasing smooth function such that ¢ (¢) = 1 for all ¢ <, ¥(t) = 0 for all
t>(14+79)/2, /()] <6/(1 —7), and [¢"(t)| < 36/(1 — )% We have by the inequalities (2) and
(3) of Lemma 3.4 of [Sim93| that

oy | R—"—Z\XiwzduTu(X)sc( [ @ - | w2<R>ducu<X>>,
B, (0) B1(0) B1(0)

3.105 2 23S 2| v*(R)d||T| (X

s [ 3 2 lemeassl? | R ATI)

7“2
<C (2,001 (¥*(R) + (¥/(R)*) d|I TI|(X) — 2/13 o R »(R) Y (R) dl|T|(X)

B1(0)
for some constant C' = C(n,~y) € (0,00). By the identity (6) of Lemma 3.4 of [Sim93],

2 - T !
(3.106) 2 [ RSN =2 [ v ¥ RIS,
Combining (3.104), (3.105]), and (B.106])
—n—2 L
o [ R paneo s [ Zremzﬂr aIT(x)

<C </ (2, 0) 1 (¥*(R) + (¢ (R))*) d|ITII(X)
B1(0)

/ 7"2 ’
_2/131(0) ZYEBR)Y (R)dHTII(X)+2/BI(O)E¢(R)¢ (R)dHCH(X))

for some constant C = C(n,7y) € (0,00). Hence to prove the theorem it suffices to bound
the right-hand side of ([B.I07]) above by CfBl(O) dist?(X,spt C) d||T||(X) for some constant C' =

C(n,m,q,7) € (0,00).

Let § = d(n,m, q,7) > 0 to be later determined. Let U be the union of all annuli A, ; /50(¢) such
that p? + |¢|? < (3 4+ 7)?/16 and
(3.108) IT][(Ap1(C)) < (g +1/2) L"(Ap1(0)),  E(T,C,A,»(¢)) <0

As we will see below, U is region where we can apply Lemma B.5] Lemma [3.6] and Remark B.§] to
obtain a Lipschitz approximation of 7' relative to C or some other cone in C,,. Clearly U is open.
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By (34) and (379) from the proof of Theorem B4 (with 7 = (1 — 7)/80), we may assume g is
small enough that (3.I08]) holds true whenever p > (1 —+)/80 and p?+ |¢|?> < (3++)?/16 and thus

(3.109) Bs1)4(0) N {r > (1 —7)/80} C U.

Define the locally Lipschitz cutoff function x : B(11)/2(0) \ ({0} x R"~2) — R by

1 if dist((z,y),0U) > |z|/2
x(z,y) = |§| dist((z,y),0U) — 1 if |z|/4 < dist((x,y),0U) < |z|/2
0 if dist((x,y),0U) < |z|/4.

Observe that 0 < x < 1 and |Vx(z,y)| < 6/]z|. Recall that A,.(¢) = {(rw,y) : (r,y) €

B:(ll ,Y)p/g(p ¢), w € S™1} for each k € (0,1], p > 0, and ¢ € R" 2. Note that AP,K(C)HAP%(C’) £
8+r(1—7)

. 8 .
0 1(p,¢) = (¢, ¢) < £K(1=7)(p+ ¢, in which case §roG=1 p < pf < F-=4=1 p. By applying
the Vitali covering lemma, there exists a countable collection Z of (p,() with p > 0, ¢ € R*2

and p* 4 |¢|* < (3 +7)?/16 such that (BI0R) holds true for each (p,¢) € Z, {A,1/20(C) }p.crez &
collection of pairwise disjoint annuli, and

vc |J A0

(pQ)ET

Observe that if A,1(¢Q) N Ay 1(¢") # 0 then [(p,¢) — (¢, )| < £ (L —7)(p+p) and thus 7+7 Zp <

p< 7+,Y p. Hence
n—1 n 1
B( )(7_,” (p C ) B (p C ) (1 ’y)p 21(9—’}/) (p? C)
160(9—) 160 160 \20+ 71y
which since {B”1 E/)p ' 1160 (0, ¢} ¢hez is a pairwise disjoint collection of balls implies that

#(0', () €T Apa(Q)NA(C) # 0} < Cln, ).

Thus there is an integer N < C(n,~y) and pairwise disjoint sets Z1,Zs,...,Zy C Z such that
7= Ujvzl Z; and {Apvl(C)}(P,C)te is a collection of pairwise disjoint annuli for each 7 =1,2,..., N.
Let {d(p,c) }(p,0)ez 18 @ smooth partition of unity subordinate to {A, 1/2(¢)}(y,¢)ez such that
(3110) ¢(p,<) ('Iay) = gb(p,{) ('%’ y) whenever |$| = |§|a

e C(’I’L, 7)
spt @) C Ap12(C), Vool =IVépol < —,

p
Y G =100 Biiy)(0).
(p,Q)EL

We claim that for each (p,{) € Z

(3.111) /A o @O R+ R 6150 x AT X)
p,1/2

2

r /
_Q/BI(O) 7 VR YR )é(p’onHT”(X)JFQ/BI(O)Ew(RW(R)‘?(P’C)Xd”C”(X)

gco/ dist?( X, spt C) d||T||(X)
Ap1(0)
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for some constant Cy = Cy(n,m,q,7y) € (0,00). Then by summing (BI1II]) over (p,() € Z = U;VZI Z;
and keeping in mind that spt ) C B(14,)/2(0), we deduce that

(3.112) /B o (2, 0) % (% (R) + (' (B)*) x dIIT | (X)

2

r? / r ,
_z/Bl(O)Ew(R)w(R)deTH(X)+2/BI(O)E¢(R)¢(R)XdHc”(X)

<C dist?(X,spt C) d||T||(X)
B1(0)

for some constant C' = C(n,m,q,7) € (0,00).

To see (BITI), fix (p,¢) € Z and assume that spt TNA, ;1 /5(¢) # 0. Let B =B(n,m,q,7) € (0,1)
to be later determined. Suppose that

(3.113) E(T,C,A,1(¢))<pB  inf  Q(T,C",A,1(¢))
CleUZ’:lcq’Pl

Let C =" | ¢;[P;] for some integers ¢; > 1 with >°¥ | ¢; = ¢ and n-dimensional oriented planes
P; with {0} x R""2 C P;. Note that by Theorem B.4(a), (7)) holds true. Thus provided § and 3
are sufficiently small, by (07).B1(0) = 0, (3108]), (8113]), and (B.1) we can apply Lemma to
show the following. By Lemma [B.5(a) there are integers g; with Y % _; |¢;| < ¢ and n-dimensional
locally area minimizing rectifiable currents 7; of A, /8(C ) such that

p
T A,75(Q) =Y T, (OT) A, 75(¢) =0,
=1
(T"Pz'#Ti)LAp,?;/ﬁl(C) - (/I\i[[Pi]]LAp,?;/ﬁl(C)?

sup dist(X, P;) < CpE,
XesptT;

where £ = E(T,C,A,:(¢)) and C = C(n,m,q,7) € (0,00) is a constant. By Lemma 3.5(b), for
each i € {1,2,...,p} with g; # 0 there exists Lipschitz |g;|-valued functions u; : 5 N A, /9(¢) —
Apz,|(Pi) and closed sets K; € P, A, /5(¢) such that

7

(3.114) TZ'\_T('I_;.:(KZ‘) = (graph ui)\_ﬂ'l_;.il(Ki),
(P 0 A o€\ Ki) + [TI(TRH (P Ay jol0)\ ) < ConBP,
sup  |u;| < CpE, Lipu; < CE?,
PiNA, 1/2(C)

where a = a(n,m,q) € (0,1) and C = C(n,m,q,v) € (0,00) are constants. For each X €
Pin A, a(Q), et uy(X) = SN [ui s (X)] where g j(X) € R™.

Take any 7 € {1,2,...,p} with g; # 0. By Rademacher’s Theorem [DelSpall, Theorem 1.13],
u; is differentiable at H"-a.e. (2/,y) € K; in the sense of [DelSpalll Definition 1.9]. Let wu; is
differentiable at (2,y) € K; and let X = (z,y) = (¢/,y) +u; ;(2’,y) be a point on spt T; ﬂw}il(Ki).
Notice that

(2,0)" = u; j(2',y) — (7x — 7p,)(,0)
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where mx is the orthogonal projection map onto the approximate tangent plane to 7" at X and
satisfies ||[mx — wp|| < C(n,m) |Vu,j(z’,y)|. This together with (B114) and Lemma 2.IT] gives us

(3.115) /A O )+ R 61 ) AT .0
0,1/2

<C (lui® + p*|Vwil?) dH" (', y) + CE*T*
PiNA, 1/4(ONK;

<c / (dist2(X, P) + 2|75 — B2) d| Ty (X) + CE
Ap,l/Q(C)

<c / dist?(X, P;) d| T3]|(X) + CE* < © / dist?(X, spt C) d|| T (X),
Ap,7/8(<) Ap 1(0

where C' = C(n,m,q,7) € (0,00) are constants. Next define F': B}

(1:4)/2(0) = [0, 00) by

r2+s2

NG

F(r,s,y) = — 1/1(\/7“2+82+ !y\z) w’<\/rz+82+\y!2>

-qﬁ(p,o( r2+32,y>x( r2+32,y>

for each r,s € R and y € R" 2 with r2 + 52 + |y|? < (1 +v)?/4. Here by a slight abuse of notation
we let ¢, ) (|z],y) and x(|z],y) denote the values of ¢, ¢)(7,y) and x(z,y) respectively. By the

definition of ¢, |Vx(z,y)| < 6/|z|, and (B.II0),
(3.116) F(r,5,y) < Cp?, [F(r,5,y) = F(r,0,y)| < Cs?

for each r,s € R and y € R" 2 with 7% + 5% + |y|? < (1 +7)?/4, where C = C(n,v) € (0,00) is a
constant. Hence by (B.114), (3.116]), and Lemma Z.1T]

2
(3.117) —Q/A (O%w(R)zp/(R)é(p,oxdl!ﬂ\\(X)
p,1/2

G(R) W (R) dp ) x dH"(X)

2
+ 2(gi -
PiNA, 1/2(C) R

||
= 2/ Z(F(r, ’ui7j(x7y)‘7y) (1+ ’vuj,i(x7y)‘2) — F(r,0,y)) dH" (z,y) + CE*te
PiNA,1/2(0) 55

<C (Jug|® 4 p*|Vug|?) dH™ (z,y) + CE*He
PiNA, 1/2(0)

<C dist?(X, spt C) d|| T (X).
Ap,l(o

Note that by symmetry, the value of

742
—P(R)Y (R dH™ (X
/ o TR R G ()
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is the same for all n-dimensional planes P with {0} x R"~2 C P and thus using Y ©_, |3 < ¢

7”2 ’
(3.118) f TR b0 Xl

p 2
<>l LR U (R) () X M (X).
=1 @

NA, 1/2(¢)

Summing B.I15) and BII7) over i = 1,2,...,p and using (B.11I]) gives us BIII)).

Suppose instead that

E(T,C,A,1(¢())>8 inf  Q(T,C',A,1(C)).

CIEUZ/:1 Cop

By Remark [3.8, there exists an integer 1 < p < p and Ce Cq 5 such that
QT C, Ap1(Q)) <271 51745,
(3.119) Q(T,C,A,1(¢) <2071 B9 E(T, C, A,1(0)),
and either p=1or p > 1 and
QIT.C.Ap(O) <A inf — Q(T,C Ap1(Q)).

1e| P—1
C eUp/:1 Cop

Provided 6 and 5 are sufficiently small, we can argue as in the previous paragraph with Cin place
of C and using Lemma in place of Lemma to show that

(3.120) /A © |(2,0) > (¥*(R) + (V' (R))?) ) (X) d|| T (X)
p,1/2
r2 /
—92 /Ap,l/Q(C) %) Tzz)(R) ¢ (R) ¢(p,g) (X) dHTH(X)

742 ~
1o / " (R Y (R) b0 (X) d|C(X)
Ap,l/Q(C)
gc/ dist?(X, spt C) d||T|(X)
Ap,l(C)

for some constant C' = C'(n,m,q,7) € (0,00). Thus bounding the right-hand side of BI120) using

BI19) gives us BIII) (with Cy = C(n,m,q,v) '~%). Now fix § and 3 small enough that (Z.I1I)
holds true.

Observe that if (x,y) € B(14)/2(0)NU and (&, () € B31)/4(0) NOU such that |(z,y) — (£, ()] <
|z[/2, then [z < 2[¢] and thus (x,y) € By(0,¢). By BI09), if (z,y) € B(14)/2(0)\U, then there
exists ¢ > 1 such that (tz,y) € B(34)/4(0) N OU and (z,y) € Byyy(0,y). Hence

{(2,9) € B(144)/2(0) : dist((z,y), B(34)/4(0) N OU) < |a[/2} C U B¢ (0, ¢).
(£,0)€B (34+),4(0)NOU

By applying the Vitali covering lemma, there exists a countable collection J of (¢, () € B3y /4(0)ﬂ
OU such that {By¢|(0,() : (&§,¢) € J} a collection of pairwise disjoint balls and

{(may) € B(1+’Y)/2(O) : dlSt((.%'7y), B(3+’Y)/4(O) N BU) < ’1“/2} C U BlO\f\(()? C)
(€.Q)eg



54 BRIAN KRUMMEL & NESHAN WICKRAMASEKERA
Take any (§,() € B(344)/4(0) N OU. We claim that

(3.121) IT]/(Ag1(€)) < (g +1/2) L™ (Ajg1(0)).

Note that by BI09), |£] < (1 —+)/80 and thus Aj¢2(¢) C Byp((0,¢) C B1(0). Since (£,¢) does
not satisfy (B.I08) with p = ||, it follows that

(3.122) E(T,C,Byj((0,¢) > 8

To see BI2I), since (£,¢) € Byzi),4(0) N AU there exists p' > 0 and ¢/ € R""? such that
(0")? +1€'* < (3+7)?/16, dist((£,¢), A '1/20(C ) < 14_8 €], and (.108) holds true with (', ¢’) in

place of (p, C) Hence |(p',¢") — (1€],¢)] < 352 o' + 4552 [€] and consequently 3 o' < 1165f+7 o< <
115%1+4ﬂ/7 pl<3%p. Thus
n—1 n—1 -1
By 1e1sU€LS) © B0 1601601 el/40('+ S € Bt ay160(F'5 C):

or equivalently A 1(¢) C Ay 31/20(¢'). Moreover, by the monotonicity formula and § p' < [¢] <

’ / 0p'
A 2()) < 17183 0.6) = (72 ) ITB (0.6

- <140p7> IT](B1(0)) < (g + 1/2)w”<14(ip7> .

Now suppose by way of contradiction that for k = 1,2,3,... we had 6, — 07, pg, p}, > 0, (i, ¢, €
R"~2 an n-dimensional locally area minimizing rectifiable current T}, of APZ 2(Cp), and Cy, € Cyp

such that A, 1((x) C Ap;c731/20(05<];) and

(3.123) (OT) A, 2(Cl) =0,

(3.124) il (6) < (120 (1)
(3.125) ITkI(A 1 () < (0 -+ 1/2) £7(Ay 1(0),
(3.126) E(Ty, Ck, Ay 2(0,(1)) < 0g,
(3.127) 1Tk (Apy 1 (G6) = (0 -+ 1/2) £7(Agg 1(0).

By rescaling, we may take (; = 0 and pj, = 1. By (8.123)), (8.124]), the Federer-Fleming compactness
theorem, and [Sim83| Theorem 34.5], after passing to a subsequence there exists an n-dimensional
locally area minimizing rectifiable current T, of Ay 2(0) such that T}, — Tt weakly in A 2(0) and
|Tk|l = ||T]|| in the sense of Radon measures of Aj2(0). Arguing as we did to prove (379, it
follows from (BI26]) that spt Ti, is a union of n-dimensional planes intersecting along {0} x R"~2.
By BI25), [|[Txl[(A11(0)) < (¢ + 1/2) L™*(A11(0)) so that Tw, is a sum of integer multiplicity
planes to total multiplicity < ¢, contradicting ([B.127]). Therefore, (B.12I]) must hold true.

Recall that by B.I09), |¢] < (1 —+)/80. Hence by the monotonicity formula,

312)  I7IBug0.0) < (12 ) ITIBGys0.0)

(22 810 < (0 1720 ($241)'

IN
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By [B.122) and ([B.128)), for each (¢,{) € J
(3.129) / (2,00 2 (¥*(R) + (¢ (R))*) (1 = x) || T (X)
B10|¢1(0,0)

_ 2/
B1o|¢1(0,0)

<clemr < € / dist2(X, spt C) d|T|(X),
By £(0,€)

P(R)Y(R) (1= x) dl|T[(X)

o %

where C = C(n,m,q,7) € (0,00) are constants. Summing (3.129)) over (&,() € J gives us

(3.130) / (2,07 (¥ (R) + (¢/(R))?) (1 = x) d|I T||(X)
B(14+)/2(0)

7"2 /
9 /B o RV 0T

<C dist?(X,spt C) d||T'||(X)
B1(0)
for some constant C = C(n,m,q,7) € (0,00). Adding BI12) and BI30) gives us the desired
upper bound on the right-hand side of (3107). O

Corollary 3.10. For each v € (0,1) and o € (0,1) there exists g = €o(n, m,q,v,0) € (0,1) and
Bo = Bo(n,m,q,v,0) € (0,1) if C and T satisfy Hypothesis (x) and Hypothesis (xx), then

dist?(X, spt C
oy [ TSP g <o [ ase s i),
B,(0) B1(0)

where R = R(X) = |X| and C = C(n,m,q,v,0) € (0,00) is a constant.
Proof. This follows from Theorem B.9(a) exactly as in the proof of Lemma 3.4 of [Sim93]. O

3.4. A priori estimates for area-minimizers close to a plane. In this section we will focus
on the case where C and T are close to an n-dimensional plane F.

Preliminary remarks. After an orthogonal change of coordinates, assume that Py = {0} x R™.
We identify Py = R™ and POl = R™. Set Py = ¢q[Py] where Py is oriented by Po =eiANeaN---Nep,
where eq, e, ...,e,4m is the standard basis for R, We will represent points X € R’H'm as
X =(z,2,y) Where r €R? y € R" 2 and z € R™. For each zy € R?, yg € R" 2, and p > 0 we let
By(0,y0) = {(,y) € R? x R"?: [& — o[> + |y — yo|* < p*},
Cp(.%'o,yo) = Rm X Bp(xo,yo).

We shall make the following hypothesis for appropriate choices of constants 79 € (0,1) and
M € [1,00), to be chosen ultimately depending only on n, m and g:

Hypothesis (f). 2 < p < ¢ are integers, C € Cy,, and T is an n-dimensional locally area-
minimizing rectifiable current in B;(0) with 9 T.B;(0) = 0 such that

(3.132) E(T, Py, B1(0)) < no,
(3.133) E(T, P, B1(0) < M _inf E(T.P,B,(0)).
q,1
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Suppose that C and T satisfy Hypothesis (x), Hypothesis (xx) (of SectionB.1]) and Hypothesis (f).
By (3132)) and Lemma 2.19]
(3.134) sup dist(X, Py) < CE(T, Py,B1(0))
Xespt TNB7,/5(0)

for some constant C'= C(n,m) € (0,00). By the constancy theorem, (7p,4 (T B7/5(0))).B3/4(0)
is an integer multiple of [FPy].B34(0). We claim that in fact (mp,%(TLB7/5(0)))LB3/4(0) =
+q[Po].B3/4(0). Thus up to reversing the orientation of 7', we may assume that

(3.135) (TR (TLB7/5(0)))B3/4(0) = q[Po].B3/4(0).

To see this, for k = 1,2,3,... let g, — 07, gz — 0T, and T} be an n-dimensional locally area
minimizing rectifiable current of B1(0) satisfying (8.3) and (B.I32]) with &g, ng, T} in place of e, 1, T
By (33) and the Federer-Fleming compactness theorem, after passing to a subsequence there exists
an n-dimensional locally area minimizing rectifiable current T, such that Ty — T weakly in B1(0).
By B.3), (3.134), and the constancy theorem, T, B3/4(0) = +q[Po].B3/4(0). Up to reversing the
orientation of each Tj, we may assume that T Bg3/4(0) = q[FP].B3/4(0). By again applying
the constancy theorem, (mp,4(TLB7/3(0))).B3/4(0) is an integer multiple of [FPo].B3/4(0). By
continuity of push-forwards under weak limits,
i (77 (Te By (0)))-Byya (0) = Hm mpyg (Tee By (0) 0 Cyy4(0))

=T py#(TooL C3/4(0)) = q[ o] B3/4(0)
where the limits are taken in the weak topology in Cg/4(0). Therefore, (7p,4(TkLB7/5(0))).B3/4(0) =
q[Po]B3/4(0) for infinitely many k, which in view of the arbitrary choice of sequence (7},) proves

By ([B.135), for each X € Py N By/5(0) there exists Y € spt T N By/3(0) such that 7p (V) = X
and thus by (3.134)
dist(X,sptT) < |X — Y| = dist(Y, By) < CE(T, By, B1(0)).
Hence
(3.136)  Q(T,Po,B1)* = E(T,Py,B1)* +¢ / dist*(X,spt T) dH" (X)
PonBy /2(0)N{|z[>1/16}

< E(T,Py,B1)* +2qw, sup  dist’(X,sptT) < CE(T, Py, B;)?
XePyNBy/5(0)

for some constant C' = C'(n,m, q) € (0,00).
By the triangle inequality, ||7'[|(B1(0)) < (¢ + 1/2) wy,, (132), B.134), (3.3), and E.I30),
/ dist?(X, Py) d||C||(X) §2/ dist?(X, spt T) d||C||(X)
B;,2(0) B1/2(0)

+ 2qwn, sup dist?(X, Py) < CE(T, Py, B;)?
Spt TﬂB3/4(O)

for some constant C' = C(n,m, q) € (0,00). Since Py is a plane and C € Cy ),

(3.137) disty(spt C N B1(0), B, N B1(0)) < CE(T, Py, By)

for some constant C' = C(n,m,q) € (0,00). Hence letting C = >°* | ¢;[P;] as in @), for each
i€{1,2,...,p} there is an m x 2 matrix A; such that

(3.138) P, ={(z,z,y) € R"™™ : z = Az},

(3.139) |A;]] < CE(T,Pg,By),
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where || - || denotes the Frobenius norm and C' = C(n,m, q) € (0,00) is a constant. Up to reversing
the orientation of P;, we may assume that

(3.140) 1P, — By| < 1/2

so that P; is equipped with the induced orientation on the graph of (z,y) — A;x over the oriented
plane Py. By Theorem B.4(a),

: — > !
(3.141) 1<rln<1§1<p xlélgfl | Az — Ajz| CC' Ul"nf . Q(T,C", A11(0)),
(3.142) |A; — Al < Cxiélgfl |Ajz — Ajz| for all 1 <i < j <p,

where ¢ = ¢(n,m,q) > 0 and C = C(n,m,q) € (0,00).
Let P be an n-dimensional oriented plane in R"* and let P = ¢[P]. By the triangle inequality,
IT[(B1(0)) < (g +1/2)wn, BI33), B.5), and (3.130)
1
M2 [, )

§2/ dist?(X,spt C) d||T||(X) + 2 (¢ + 1/2) wn sup dist?(X, P)
B1(0) Xespt CNB1(0)

(3.143) dist?(X, Py) d||T||(X) < /B ( )distQ(X, P)d||T||(X)
1(0

§205§/ dist?(X, Po) d||T||(X) +2 (¢ + 1/2) wn sup  dist?(X, P)
B1(0) X espt CNB1(0)

for some constant C = C(n,m,q) € (0,00). Choosing Sy = Bo(n,m,q, M) small enough that
CM?B3 < 1/4 (where C is as in ([3.143)),

(3.144) E(T,Py, Bl(O)) <CM diStH(Spt Cn Bl(O), PN Bl(O))

for some constant C = C(n,m,q) € (0,00). In particular, if P = {(z,z,y) € R"*™ : » = Az} for
some m X 2 matrix A, then

(3.145) E(T, Py, B1(0)) < CM max ||4; — AJ|.
1<i<p

Setting A = 0 in (B.145]) gives us

: > —
(3.146) max [ Aill = 37 = B(T, Po, B1(0))

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,m,q) > 0. Setting A = A; for j € {1,2,...,p} in [B.143]) gives us

(3.147) max ||A; — A;]| > ME(T Py, B1(0))

1<i<j<p

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,m,q) > 0. By (8.142]) and (B:IZZI),

3.148 f Az —Ajz| > — © B(T,Pg,B1(0
(3149 (2227, J2f, Vi — Asl 2 3 BT Po Bi(0)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, m, q) > 0.

In blow-up arguments, we typically let Cx, = > 2, ¢; [[P )]] where P ={(z,x,y) EeR"™: z =
Agk)x} for some m x 2 matrix Agk) with HAEk) | < C(n,m,q) Ej, where E, = E(T,, P, B1(0)) and
C = C(n,m,q) € (0,00) is a constant. After passing to a subsequence, there is an m X 2 matrix
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A; such that Agk)/ﬁk — A; for each ¢ € {1,2,...,p}. By dividing (3139), (3140), (BI47), and
BI48), all taken with T'= T}, and A; = Agk), by Ek and letting k — oo,

& C

. 1 < max [[A;] > —,  max |JA; — A;|| > —
C
. 1 r— N;x| > —
(3.150) lgr?g]?%p;élgfl |Ajz — Ajz| > Y

for some constants ¢ = ¢(n,m,q) > 0 and C = C(n,m,q) € (0,00). We will frequently use the fact
that by (BI50) if + € R? such that A;z = Ajx for all i,j € {1,2,...,p} then z = 0.

When T is close to the plane Py as in (8:132]), we can restate Theorem B.4] as follows:

Theorem 3.11. Given integers 2 < p < q and 0 < 7 < v < 1 there exists g, 5p,m0 € (0,1)
depending only onn,m,q,p,v, T such that if C € Cy, and T satisfy Hypothesis (x), Hypothesis (%),

BIR), @I, and G, then:
(a) B8) and B) hold true;

(b) up to changing the values of the multiplicities q; of the planes of C, there exists n-dimensional
locally area minimizing rectifiable currents T; of C(31+)/4(0) N {r > 7/4} such that

p
(3.151) T\—B(7+’y)/8(0) N C(3+’Y)/4(0) N{r>r7/4} = Z T;,
i=1

(0T3)C(314)/4(0) N {r > 7/4} = 0,
(R T Ctsy2(0) 1 {r > 7/2} = Gl R)-Cia1)2(0) 1 {r > 772},
sup dist(X, P;) < C, E for all o € [1/2,1/2],
Xespt T;n{r>o}
where r(X) = dist(X, {0} xR"2), E = E(T,C,B1(0)), and C, = Cy(n,m,q,v,0) € (0,00)
are constants;
(c) for each i € {1,2,...,p} there exists Lipschitz g;-valued functions u; : B,(0) N {r > 7} —
Ag;(R™) and a closed set K C B, (0) N {r > 7} such that
(3.152) Tie (R™ x K) = graph(A;z + u; )L (R™ x K),
H™(B,(0) N {r > o} \ K) + |ITH|(R™ x (B,(0) N {r > o} \ K)) < C.E**,
wp <GB sup V| < Gl
B, (0)n{r>o} B, (0)n{r>o}

for all o € [1,1/2], where again E = E(T,C,B1(0)) and o = a(n,m,q) € (0,1), Cy =
Cy(n,m,q,v,0) € (0,00) are constants.

Proof. Conclusion (a) is the same as Theorem B.4(a) with (14 v)/2 and 7/2 in place of v and 7.
Conclusion (b) follows by using (3.132), (B.134]), (313T), and Theorem B.4(b) with (1 + ~)/2 and

7/2 in place of v and 7. Conclusion (c) follows from Almgren’s Strong Lipschitz Approximation
Theorem (Theorem 2.9) and (3.138)). O

We also have the following consequence of Theorem [3.9] and Theorem B.111

Corollary 3.12. For each 0 < 7 < ~ < 1 there exists €9, 50,m0 € (0,1) depending only on
n,m,q,7y, 7 such that if C and T satisfy Hypothesis (x), Hypothesis (xx), (3132), BI35), and
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BI140), then:
p

(3.153) / R¥ | <(C dist?(X, spt C) d||T||(X),
; B, (0)n{r>7} OR B1(0)

where R(z,y) = |(z,y)|, i : By,(0)N{r > 7} = A, (R™) are as in Theorem [311(c), and C =
C(n,m,q,7) € (0,00) is a constant.

d(u;/R)|?

Proof. Let i € {1,2,...,p}. Throughout this proof, let (2’,y) denote points in R™, where 2’ €
R? and y € R"2. For each (2/,y) € B,(0) N {r > 7} let w;(z',y) = >y [wi (2, y)] where
u;j(z',y) € R™. By Rademacher’s Theorem [DelSpalll, Theorem 1.13], u; is differentiable at -
a.e. (2',y) € K in the sense of [DelSpalll Definition 1.9]. Let u; be differentiable at (2/,y) € K
and let z = (A2’ 4+ u; (2, y),2’) for j € {1,2,...,¢;} so that X = (z,y) = (Aiz' +u; j (2, y), 2", y)
is a point on spt T; N (R™ x K;). Then %(ui7j(x', y),2’,y) is tangential to sptT; at X and thus

! (! ! - wi (1! L
(x’y)J_:R2<%<(Alw +uz,j](% 7y)7 7y)>> :R2<%<( Z,]( ]75/)7070))) ’

where R = |(z',y)| and (-)* denotes the orthogonal projection onto the approximate tangent plane
to T at X. Since by Theorem BITc) Lipu; < CE® is small,

i Us, 5 (ml7 y)
OR R

Now (B.I53) follows from Theorem [3.9(a) and Theorem B.IT](c). O

1
’(x7y)l‘ Z §R2

Next we derive further a priori estimates based on [Sim93, Theorem 3.1] and [Wicl4, Corol-
lary 10.2].

Theorem 3.13. For all integers2<p<gq, 0<7<~v<1,0€(0,1), and M € [1,00) there exists
€0, Bo,mo € (0,1) depending only on n,m,q,p,7, 7,0, M such that the following holds true. Suppose
that C and T satisfy Hypothesis (x), Hypothesis (xx), Hypothesis (1), B.I38), and B.I40). Let
Z = (x,§,¢) €spt TNBy5(0) such that O(T, Z) > q. Then

@) IP*+E}eP<cC b0 dist?(X,spt C) d|| T||(X),
1

(b) / dist(X — Z,spt C)2d||T|(X) < C dist?(X, spt C) d||T||(X),
B1,4(2) B1(0)

where E = E(T, Py, B1(0)) and C = C(n,m,q,p, M) € (0,00) is a constant (independent of 7).
Moreover,

dist” (X, spt C) d||T'|(X) )
¢ , <C dist?(X, spt C) d||T|(X),
N e [ s ©) T )
Jui(z, y) — x + Aig]? . |
a / <C dist” (X, spt C) d||T||(X) for all
() B, (0)n{r>7} |(x’y)_(£,<)|n+2ia B1(0) ( ) || H( )

where A; are as in BI38), uw; : B,(0) N {r > 7} = A, (R™) are as in Theorem [311l(c), and
C=0C(n,m,q,p,v,M,0) € (0,00) is a constant (independent of T).

The proof of Theorem B.I3]is similar to that of [Wic14l Corollary 10.2] with some minor changes.
We provide some details for completion. We shall assume the inductive hypothesis that py €
{2,3,...,q} such that either pg = 2 or py > 2 and
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(H6) Theorem B.I3] holds true for all p € {2,3,...,p9 — 1} .

Theorem [3I3lin the case p = py will follow from three preliminary results Lemma 314 LemmaB.I5]
and Corollary B.17}

Lemma 3.14. For all integers q, p with 2 < p < q, any M € [1,00) and any 6 > 0, there exist
e, B,n € (0,1) depending only on n,m,q,M,d such that if C € Cy, and T satisfy Hypothesis (x),
Hypothesis (xx), and Hypothesis (1) with €, 3,1 in place of €o, Bo,no and if Z = (x,§,() € sptT N
By /5(0) is such that ©(T, Z) > q, then

(3.154) X2 + E%[¢* < 6%E?,
where E = E(T, Py, B1(0)).

Proof. Fix 6 > 0. Suppose to the contrary that for k = 1,2,3,... there exists g, — 07, 8, — 0T,
v — 0%, Ci € Cyp, and T}, such that Hypothesis (x), Hypothesis (xx), Hypothesis (1), (3I35),
and (3.J40) hold true with eg, Sk, g, C, Tk in place of eg, By, 1m0, C, T but there is a point Z =
(Xk» &k Ck) € spt T N By 2(0) such that O(T, Zx) > ¢

(3.155) xil? + BRl&nl? > 6%E},

where Ej = E(T;,Py,B1(0)). Let C, = >F qi[[Pi(k)]] where ¢; are integers with ¥ ¢ = ¢
and Pl.(k) ={(z,z,y) € R"t™ : 2 = Agk)x} for some distinct m x 2 matrices Agk) with HAEIC)H <
C(n,m,q) E. After passing to a subsequence assume that ¢; are independent of k. Arguing as
in [KrumWic21l Section 2], we can blow-up T} relative to Py by using Almgren’s Strong Lipschitz
Approximation Theorem (Theorem [Z9)) to find a Lispchitz approximating function fi : Bs /4(0) —
Ay(R™) of T}, in Cgz/4(0), followed by standard arguments giving, after passing to a subsequence,
fi/Er — w in L?(B3,4(0), Ag(R™)). After passing to a subsequence for each i let Agk)/Ek Y
as m x 2 matrices. By Theorem B.IT|(c) and ([B3]), w is also a blow-up of Cy relative to Py and in
particular

(3.156) w(z,y) = Z qi[Aix].
i=1

Using the Hardt-Simon inequality ([KrumWic-al Lemma 5.3]), after passing to a subsequence

~

(k> Ck) — (€,¢) in By2(0) and x/Ex — A in R™ such that

0 [w— A\
R?*ﬂ - < )
/31/4(570 R R

for some constant C' = C(n,m,q) € (0,00) and thus w(&, () = ¢[A\]. But by (BI56]) and (B.I50),
we have w(&, () = ¢[A] only if £ = 0 and A = 0. Therefore, { — & = 0 and xx/Ex — A = 0,
contradicting (3155]). O

Lemma 3.15. Let 3 < py < q be integers such that (H6) holds true. Given M € [1,00) and 6 > 0
there exist €,3,v,n € (0,1) depending only on n,m,q,po, M, such that the following holds true.
Let C and T satisfy Hypothesis (x), Hypothesis (xx) (of Section[31]) and Hypothesis (1) with €, 5,7
in place of o, Bo,Mmo- Let Z = (x,&,¢) € sptT NBy3(0) be such that O(T, Z) > q. Suppose that
for some s € {2,3,...,po — 1}

(3.157) inf  Q(T,C',B1(0)) <~ inf  Q(T,C',By(0)).

/ s -1
C eUplzlcq,p’ C’EUzlzl Cyp!

2
<C
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Then

(3.158) X2+ EXE? <6 inf  Q(T,C',Bi(0))?,

CIEUS’ 1 q p’

where E = E(T, Pg, B1(0)).
Remark 3.16. By (3136) and (3:I57), infC’EU;/ZICq L, QT C',B1(0)) <E(T,Py,B1(0)).

Proof of Lemma[3.13 The proof is similar to that of [Wicl4l Proposition 10.7] with some minor
changes and we sketch the proof for completion. Without loss of generality, fix M € [1,00), § > 0
and 2 < s < pg < q. Suppose to the contrary that for k = 1,2, 3, ... there exists ¢, — 0T, B — 0T,
e — 07, mg — 07, Ci € Cypy, and a locally area minimizing rectifiable current Ty of B1(0) such
that Hypothesis (x), Hypothesis (xx), Hypothesis (1), (8157)) hold true with ex, Bk, Y&, Mk, Ck, Tk in
place of 9, 0,70, 10, C, T but for some Zx = (Xk, §k, Ck) € spt T, N By 2(0) such that ©(Ty, Zx) > q

(3.159) xil? + EF&e? > 0%Q4,
where Ej, = E(T}, Py, B1(0)) and Qg = infereyr, ¢, , Q(T,C',B1(0)). Let Cy € Cy s such that
p'= 5

Q(Tk,ék,Bl(O)) < 2@;9. Express ék as (NJk = le c_?i[[lsi(k)]] where ¢; are integers with Zle g =
q and IBi(k) = {(z,z,y) € R"™™ . » = A(k)x} for some m x 2 matrices Agk) with HAEk)H <

7

C(n,m,q) Ek After passing to a subsequence assume that ¢; are independent of k. Let 7, — 0T
and ugk) : B3g(0) N {r > 7} — Ay (R™) be as in Theorem [3.1T(c) with ék,Tk, *) in place of
(~3,T Ju;. After passing to a subsequence, blow-up T} relative to Ck by letting u / Qk — w; in
L?(B34(0)N{r > o}, Ag, (R™)) for each o > 0. By Theorem BI1(c) and ([B.3), w; is also a blow-up

of C;, relative to Cj, and in particular
4

(3.160) wi(z,y) =Y _[M;;z].
j=1

for some m x 2 matrices M; ; (not necessarily distinct). By (H6) we can apply Theorem B.13(a)
with T, and Cy, in place of T and C to obtain |y + E32|§k|2 < C’E2 for some constant C' =
C(n,m,q,po, M) € (0,00). After passing to a subsequence let Xk/Qk — A in R™, Ekfk/Qk — Kk in
R?, ¢t — ¢ in R"2, and AZ( /E}, — A; as m x 2 matrices. By (H6), we can apply Theorem BI3(d)
with T}, and ék in place of T and C to obtain

. _ |2
/ lwi(z) — A —|—AZ/-$3| < o

for some constant C' = C'(n,m, q, po, M) € (0,00) and thus by (BI60]) we must have that A—A;x =0
for all 1 <i <p. Hence Ajx = Ajk for all 1 <i < j < p, which by ([B.I50) implies that x = 0, and
thus A = 0. Therefore, xx/Qr — A = 0 and E}&k/Qr — £ = 0, contradicting (3.159]). O

Corollary 3.17. Let 2 < py < q be integers such that either po = 2 or pg > 2 and (H6) holds true.
Given M € [1,00) and § > 0 there exists £g, Bo,mo € (0,1) depending only on n,m,q,po, M, such
that if C and T satisfy Hypothesis (x), Hypothesis (%), and Hypothesis () and Z = (x,&,() €
spt T N By 2(0) such that O(T, Z) > q, then

(3.161) X+ E*|E? <6®  inf,  Q(T,C,By(0)),
cre -

’1qp

where E = E(T, Py, B1(0)).
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Proof. Corollary BT follows from Lemma [B.14] and Lemma in the same way that [Wicl4]
Lemma 10.4] follows from [Wicl4, Lemma 10.6] and [Wicl4l Proposition 10.7]. O

Proof of Theorem [3.13. We proceed by induction. Suppose that py € {2,3,..., ¢} such that either
po = 2 or pp > 2 and (H6) holds true. We want to show that the conclusion of Theorem [B.I3] holds
true when p = py. Arguing as in [Wicl4l Proposition 10.5] using Theorem B.ITic), Corollary B17]
B146), and @BI47), for every p € (0,1/4] and every ¢,8,n € (0,1) there exists g, 59, m0 € (0, 1)
depending only on n,m,q, M, p,e, 5,1 such that if C € C,p, and T satisfy Hypotheses (%), (%x),
and (f) and if Z € spt T N By »(0) with (T, Z) > ¢, then C and 7z ,4T satisfy Hypotheses (x),
(%*), and (t) with €, 8,n,C(n,m,q) M in place of €y, 5,19, M. In particular, by Corollary B.10]

dist?>(X — Z,spt C) d||T||(X
oy [ SHEZZREAIID opnze [ G (x - 20 dITx)
B3s,/4(Z) ‘X o Z‘ B,(Z)

for some constant C' = C'(n, m,q,pg, o) € (0,00).

Now the conclusion of Theorem B.I3] follows by arguing as in [Wic04, Lemma 6.21]. Let C =
> P, @[ Pi] where ¢; > 1 are integers such that Y | ¢; = ¢ and P; are n-dimensional oriented
planes given by (B.I38)) for some m x 2 matrix A; satisfying (3I39). Let 0 < 7 < v < 1 and,
assuming £g, fo, o are sufficiently small, let T; be as in Theorem B.ITI(b). Note that given § > 0
and assuming £¢, o, o are sufficiently small depending on n, m, q, pg, M, §, by LemmaB.17, (B.138),

and (FI3),

disty (spt C N B1(0), (Z +spt C) N B1(0)) < max |A;& — x| < C6 inf Q(T,C',B1(0)).
<i<p

PO
C,EU’ =1 qp

Thus by Theorem B.11(a)(b), provided we take § = d(n, m,q, po, M, T) to be sufficiently small, for
each X € spt T; the closest point X’ to X on spt C lies on P; and the closest point to X on Z+spt C
lies on Z + P;. Hence

dist(X, Z +spt C) = |X' = X —7p1 (x,€,0)]

(as in (6.31) of [Wic04]). The main change from [Wic04, Lemma 6.21] is that we obtain (6.34)
of [Wic04] as follows: we want to show that for some iy € {1,2,...,p}

(3.163) [7ps (6,0 = B |(x.€)|
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,m,q, M) > 0. Suppose to the contrary that |7p1(x,&,0)| < E|(x,9)|
for all i € {1,2,...,p}. By taking P = P; to be one of the planes of C in (8.144)) and using (3.7)),

E<cM disty (P, N B1(0), P; N B1(0)) < CM inf dist(X, P;
CM max isty (P; N B1(0), P;NB1(0)) < C T SR < SR ist(X, Pj),

where E = E(T,Py,B1(0)) and C = C(n,m,q) € (0,00) are constants. Thus there exists i,j €
{1,2,...,p} such that

’WPii(X7§7O) - ﬂPJ#(Xaé.ao)‘ > ‘ﬂ'Pi(X7§7O) - WPj(X7§7O)’ > 2CE\ ’(Xaé.)’

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,m,q, M) > 0. Therefore ([B.I63]) holds true for either iy = i or ig = j.
Now let po = po(n,m,q,po, M) € (0,1/8] and 7 = 7(n,m,q,po, M, po) € (0,p0/2] be constants
to be later determined. Provided 7 is sufficiently small there exists a ||7;,||-measurable set S C
spt Ty, N B,y (Z) N {|z| > 7} such that ||T;,]|(S) > 3 w,p§. Integrating (B:EEI) over S gives us

(3.164) B2y Z / 7 (%, &, 0) d| T3 (X)
: By, (Z)n{r>7}
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for some constant C' = C(n,m,q,po, M) € (0,00). Inequality (6.34) of [Wic04] follows from (3.164])
and (6.35) of [Wic04]. O

Corollary 3.18. For all 6 € (0,1/4), o € (0,1), and M € [1,00) there exists g, Bo,n0 € (0,1)
depending only on n,m,q, M,d,0 such that if C and T satisfy Hypothesis (x), Hypothesis (xx), and
Hypothesis (1) and if

Bs(0,50) N {X € B34(0) : (T, X) > q} # 0

for all yo € B".2(0), then

1/2
dist?(X, spt C
s [ EEG g <o [ a0 d|T|(x),
B ,2(0) Ts B1(0)

where r5 = max{|z|,d} and C = C(n,m,q, M,o) € (0,00) is a constant (independent of §).
Proof. This follows from Theorem [B.I3] by arguing as in the proof of [Sim93, Corollary 3.2]. O

3.5. A priori estimates for area-minimizers not close to a plane. Here we will consider the
case where, in contrast with Hypothesis (1), T is not close to a n-dimensional plane. Thus, given
a constant 79 € (0, 1), we shall assume that:

Hypothesis (11). For ¢ > 2 an integer and 7" an n-dimensional locally area-minimizing rectifiable
current in B (0) with 7.B;(0) = 0, suppose that

3.166 inf E(T,P,B1(0)) > np.

(3.166) S E(TP.BI0) 2 m
We shall represent points X € R"*™ by X = (z,y) where z € R™*2 and y € R"2. Let p be

an integer with 2 < p < ¢, and let C = >-¥ | ¢;[P] € C;, and suppose that C and T satisfy

Hypothesis (%), Hypothesis (x%), and Hypothesis (11). By the triangle inequality, the assumption
IT)(B1(0)) < (¢+ 1/2)wy, and (B.5), we have that for each i = 1,2,...,p,

/ dist®(X, P.) d|| T (X)
B1(0)

< 2/ dist?(X,spt C) d||T||(X) + 2(q + 1/2)wn sup dist?(X, P))
B1(0) X espt CNB1(0)

< zﬁg/ dist*(X, P) d||T|(X) + 2(q + 1/2)w, sup  dist*(X, P,).
Bi(0 X espt CNB1(0)

Hence assuming fy < 1/2 and using (3.132),

1
(3.167) m2 < — dist?(X, P) d||T|(X) < 4(¢+1/2)  sup  dist*(X, P)

Wn JB1(0) Xespt CNB1(0)

<4(qg+1/2) 1r£1a<x disty (P; N B1(0), P; N B, (0)).
SJ)>p

We wish to obtain estimates similar to those of Corollary .12, Theorem B.I3] and Corollary B.I8]
in this setting.

First, as a consequence of Theorem [3.9 and Theorem [3.4], we have:

Corollary 3.19. For each 0 < 7 < < 1 there exists €g, o € (0,1) depending only on n,m,q,~y, T
such that if C and T satisfy Hypothesis (%) and Hypothesis (xx), then:

- O(ui/R)|*
(3.168) Z/ R < C dist*(X, spt C) d|| T||(X),
i—1 B, (0,P)N{r>7}

OR B1(0)
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where R(z,y) = |(z,y)|, u; : By(0,P) N {r > 7} — Ay, (P) are as in Theorem [34(c), and
C =C(n,m,q,v) € (0,00) is a constant.

Proof. Let (2,y) denote points on P;, where 2/ € P, N (R™*2 x {0}) and y € R*2. For each
(2, y) € By(0) N {r > 7} let u;(2',y) = 327 [ui j(2',y)] where u; j(2',y) € R™. Arguing as in the
proof of Corollary B.I2, for H"-a.e. (2/,y) € K; at the point (z,y) = (2, y) + u; (2, y)

()
OR R '

Now (B.168) follows from Theorem [3.9 and Theorem [B.4)(c). O

1
|('Iay)J_| Z §R2

Next were derive a priori estimates based on [Sim93, Theorem 3.1] and [Wicl4] Corollary 10.2].

Theorem 3.20. For all integers p, q with 2 < p < q, each ng € (0,1), each 7,7 with 0 < 7 <
v < 1, and each o € (0,1) there exists o, B0 € (0,1) depending only on n,m,q,p,no,7,T,0 such
that the following holds true. Suppose that C and T satisfy Hypothesis (), Hypothesis (xx), and
Hypothesis (11). Let Z = (§,() € sptT N By/3(0) be such that (T, Z) > q. Then

() [P <C dist?(X, spt C) d||T|(X),
B1(0)

(b) / dist(X — Z,spt C)2d||T|(X) < c/ dist?(X, spt C) d||T||(X),
B1,4(2) B1(0)

where C'= C(n,m,q,p) € (0,00) is a constant (independent of 7). Moreover,

dist?(X,spt C) d||T||(X) )
(©) / I <o dist?(x,spt C)d|T](X),
B, (0) | X — Z[nt2e B1(0)

ui(z,y) — mpLE]?
: <C dist*(X, spt C) d||T|(X) for all i
/BW(O)O{T>T} |($,y) - (5’ <)|n+27¢7 B1(0) ( ) || H( )

where u; : B(0,P;) N {r > 7} — Ay, (P) are as in Theorem [311(c) and C = C(n,m,q,p,v,0) €
(0,00) is a constant (independent of T).

(d)

The proof of Theorem B.20] is similar to that of Theorem B.I3] above. We shall assume the
inductive hypothesis that py € {2,3,...,q} such that either pg = 2 or py > 2 and

(H7) Theorem holds true for all p € {2,3,...,po — 1} .

Theorem in the case p = py will follow from two preliminary results Lemma [B.21] and Corol-
lary Note that by Theorem B.4{a), for each 7 > 0 there exists g = eo(7) € (0,1) and
Bo = Bo(r) € (0,1) with eg(7) — 0T and Bo(r) — 0T as 7 — 01 such that if C and T satisfy
Hypothesis (x) and Hypothesis (x) and Z = (&,() € spt T N By /3(0) such that ©(T, Z) > ¢ then

(3.169) €l <.

Lemma 3.21. Let 2 < py < q be integers such that either po = 2 or pg > 2 and (H7) holds true.
Given n € (0,1) and § > 0 there ezists €, 3,7 € (0,1) depending only on n,m,q,po,n,d such that
the following holds true. Let C and T satisfy Hypothesis (x), Hypothesis (x%), and Hypothesis (f1)
with €, 3,7 in place of €0, Bo,no- Let Z = (§,¢) € spt TNBy/5(0) be such that O(T, Z) > q. Suppose
that for some s € {1,2,...,pg — 1} either s=1 or s > 1 and

(3.170) inf  Q(T,C',B1(0))<~ inf  Q(T,C',By(0)).

/ s -1
C eUplzlcq,p’ C’EUzlzl Cyp!



ANALYSIS OF SINGULARITIES OF AREA MINIMIZING CURRENTS 65

Then

3.171 £ <48 inf Q(T,C',B(0)).
(3171) <d, ot 1(0)

Proof of Lemma[3.21. The proof is similar to that of [Wicl4l Proposition 10.7] with some minor
changes and we sketch the proof for completion. Without loss of generality, fix n,d > 0 and
1 < s < pg < q. Suppose to the contrary that for k = 1,2,3,... there exists g, — 07, B — 0T,
v — 0%, Cr € Cypy, and a locally area minimizing rectifiable current T} of B;(0) such that
Hypothesis (x), Hypothesis (xx), and Hypothesis (1) hold true with eg, Bk, V&, 1, Ck, Tk in place of
€0, 50,70, M0, C, T but for some Zx = (Xk, &k, Ck) € spt Ty, N By /2(0) such that ©(Ty, Zx) > q

(3.172) &) > 6%Q2,

where Q) = 1nfc,€Us/ Cou ,Q(T,C',B1(0)). Note that by (3.169]), we know that & — 0 as k — oo.
Thus by (BI72) we must have that Q1 — 0. Moreover, by Hypothesis (t1) we must have that
s > 2. Let Cj € Cys such that Q(Ty, Cy,B1(0)) < 2Q;. Express Cj as Cj, = Z?:l@[[Pi(k)]]

where ¢; are integers with >% ;¢ = ¢ and ]Si(k)

are n-dimensional oriented planes of R*"t™ with
{0} x R"2 C P( ). After passing to a subsequence, assume ¢; are independent of k£ and find
n-dimensional planes Pi(oo) such that

lim disty (P ¥ N B (0 )7ﬁi(oo) NB;(0)) =0.

k—o0

Thus we can regard Cj as converging weakly to Coo = P (Z-[[ﬁi(oo)]] in R"™™ for an appropriate
choice of orientation of ISi(OO). Let 7, — 0" and ugk) : B34(0, ZSi(k)) n{r>m}— Aqi((lgi(k))l) be as
in Theorem B4{(c) with Cy, T}, u® in place of C, T, u;. Let qgk) : R 5 R™™ he an orthogonal

T
linear transformation such that

({0} x R"2) = {0} x R"2, q®(PM) = p) ) (pEYLy = (Pl

K3 K3

After passing to a subsequence, blow-up T}, relative to C, by letting (qgk) ougk) o (qgk))_l)/ék — w;
in LQ(B3/4(0,E(OO)) n{r > 0},Aqi((ﬁi(oo))l) for each o > 0. By Theorem B.4lc) and B.0)), w; is

also a blow-up of Cj relative to ék and in particular
4

(3.173) wi(z,y) =Y _[vi;(@)]
j=1

for each (z,y) € ﬁi(oo), where v; ; : ﬁi(oo) N(R™2x{0}) — (]Si(oo))l are linear maps (not necessarily
distinct). By (H7) we can apply Theorem B.20(a) with T}, and Cy in place of T" and C to obtain

1€k < CQy, for some constant C' = C(n,m,q,po) € (0,00). After passing to a subsequence let

ék/Qk — k in R™ and (, — ¢ in R"72. By (H7), we can apply Theorem B.I3(d) with 7}, and Cy,
in place of T and C to obtain

|wi(2) = 7 poo 1 (K, 0)

for some constant C' = C'(n,m,q, po) € (0,00) and thus by (B.I73]) we must have that 7

Bk =0

for all 1 <4 < p. In other words, (k,0) € ﬁi(oo) for all i. However, by (167) and 3.7) with Cj, in
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place of C, after passing to a subsequence there exists ¢ # j such that

inf dist(X, ]Bj(k)) > cn
XePMn(sm+1xrr-2)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,m,q) > 0. Thus letting k — oo,

inf dist(X, ]5j(oo)) > cn
Xeﬁi(oo)m(ngrl XR"*Q)

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n, m,q) > 0. That is, 1524(00)(715]-(00) = {0} xR"2. Since (k,0) € ﬁi(oo)ﬂﬁj(oo),
we must have that k = 0. Therefore, ék/@k — k = 0, contradicting ([B.172). d

Corollary 3.22. Let 2 < pg < q be integers such that either po = 2 or pg > 2 and (H7) holds
true. Given ng € (0,1) and 6 > 0 there exists €g, By € (0,1) depending only on n,m,q,po,no,d such
that if C and T satisfy Hypothesis (x), Hypothesis (»x), and Hypothesis (1T) and if Z = (£,¢) €
spt T N By /2(0) is such that O(T, Z) > q, then

(3.174) <5 mf  Q(T.CBy0).

C'EUZ):_II Cq’p/
Proof. Corollary follows from Lemma [3.21] in much the same way that [Wicl4, Lemma 10.4]
follows from [Wicl4l Lemma 10.6] and [WicI4l Proposition 10.7]. O

Proof of Theorem [3.20. We proceed by induction. Suppose that pg € {2,3,...,¢q} such that either
po = 2 or pp > 2 and (H7) holds true. We want to show that the conclusion of Theorem
holds true when p = py. We claim that for every p € (0,1/4] and every ng,e, 5 € (0,1) there exists
€0, Bo € (0,1) depending only on n,m, g, p such that if C € C,,, and T satisfy Hypotheses (%), (%*),
and (1) and if Z € spt TNB; /2(0) with ©(T', Z) > ¢, then C and 1z ,4T satisfy Hypotheses (x) and
(%%) with &, 8 in place of &¢, Bp. Hypotheses (%) is readily verified using ([B.I69). Hypotheses (%)
is verified by arguing as in [Wicl4l Proposition 10.5] using Theorem BIT}c) and Corollary

Hence by Corollary B10] (B:I62]) holds true.

Now let C = >P | ¢;[P] where ¢; > 1 are integers such that > ;¢ = ¢ and P; are n-
dimensional oriented planes with {0} x R"™2 C P;. Let 0 < 7 < 7 < 1 and, assuming &g, 3y are
sufficiently small, let T; be as in Theorem B.4|b). Arguing as we did for Theorem B.I3] it follows
using Theorem [B.4] and Lemma that for each X € sptT; the closest point X’ to X on spt C
lies on P; and the closest point to X on Z + spt C lies on Z + P;. Hence

(3.175) dist(X, Z +spt C) = | X' — X — 75 (£,0)|

In particular, since dist(X,spt C) = | X' — X,

(3.176) \WPZ; (€,0)| < dist(X,spt C) + dist(X, Z + spt C),
(3.177) | dist(X,spt C) — dist(X, Z 4+ spt C)| < [¢].

By B7) and (BI67)) there exists i,j € {1,2,...,p} such that

7p(€:0) = mpi(&0)] = |7p (€, 0) — mp; (X, € 0)] = 2en [¢]
for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,m,q) > 0. Thus for iy =i or ig = j
(3.179) 75 (€,0) 2 enlé]

Let po = po(n,m,q,po) € (0,1/8] and 7 = 7(n,m,q,po,po) € (0,p0/2] be constants to be later
determined. Provided 7 is sufficiently small, there exists a ||T},|-measurable set S C sptT;, N
B,,(Z) N {|z| > 7} such that ||T},[|(S) > 1wnpj. Integrating BIT8) over S and arguing as
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in [Sim93, Lemma 3.9] using (3.162]), (B.176]), and (BI77) prove (a) and (b). Arguing as in [Sim93|
Theorem 3.1] again using (3.162]), (3175]), and [BI77) proves (c) and (d). O

Corollary 3.23. For all ny € (0,1), § € (0,1/4), and o € (0,1) there exists 9,50 € (0,1)
depending only on n,m,q,no, 0,0 such that if C and T satisfy Hypothesis (%), Hypothesis (x%), and
Hypothesis (11) and if

Bs(0,y0) N{X € B34(0) : O(T, X) > q} # 0
for all yo € B".2(0), then

1/2
) .
gy [ EEG g <o [ a0 d|T|x).
By /2(0) T B1(0)

where rs = max{|z|,0} and C' = C(n,m,q,0) € (0,00) is a constant (independent of 0).

Proof. The estimate ([B.I79) follows from Theorem B.20] by arguing as in the proof of [Sim93|
Corollary 3.2]. 0

4. FINE BLOW-UPS AND DECAY OF FINE EXCESS

4.1. Preliminaries, fine blow up class and notation. Let g be an integer > 2, M > 1 and let
(ex), (Bk), (k) be sequences of positive numbers converging to 0. For each k = 1,2, ..., let T} be
an n-dimensional locally area minimizing rectifiable current in By (0) with (07%).B;(0) = 0 and
let Cy, € Cyyp,, Where py, is an integer with 2 < p, < ¢, such that Hypothesis (x), Hypothesis (%x),
Hypothesis (1) and conditions (B.I35]) and (3.140) hold true with Ty, Cp, pg, €k, Bk, Mk in place of
T, C, p, €, B, n respectively. Thus, for each k = 1,2,..., we suppose:

(1) Cp =", qgk) [[Pl-(k)]] where for each k and 1 <i < py, Pl-(k) are distinct n-dimensional ori-
ented planes with {0} x R"~2 C Pi(k) and orienting n-vector ]5;(]?), and qi(k), ie{1,2,...,px},

are positive integers with Y 2%, nglc) =q;

(0Ty) LB1(0) =0, © (T, 0) > ¢, [T [|(B1(0)) < (g + 1/2)wy;
0 < By = E(Ty, Ck, B1(0)) < ex;
(Tk, Cr; B1(0)) < B inf iy, -1, Q(Th, €', B1(0));

)

)

) Q 1 -a,p

) E(Tk, Po,B1(0)) < m;

) E(Tk, Po, Bl(O)) < MinfpeC%l E(Tk, ].D,Bl(O))7
) Try# Tk Br)g) B34(0) = q[Po] B3 ,4(0);

)

Suppose further that for each k = 1,2,..., there is d; > 0 with §; — 0 such that
(4.1) Bs, (0,2)N{Z : © (T, Z) > q} #0
for each point (0,z) € {0} x R""2N By 5(0).

Let (7;) be a sequences of decreasing positive numbers converging to 0, and let v € (0,1). By
passing to appropriate subsequences of (1), (Cy), and possibly replacing Cj, with a cone C), with
spt |CL|| = spt ||Ck|| without changing notation (see Remark B.3)), we find an integer p € {2,...,q},
and for each ¢ € {1,2,...,p}, integers ¢; > 1 with >0, ¢; = ¢ such that (1)-(8) above hold with
pr = p and q(k) = ¢; for each k = 1,2,3,...; furthermore, we find that the assertions (A)-(F) below

[

hold for each £k =1,2,...:
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(A) Writing Ej, = E(Tj, Po, B1(0)) and P ={(z,z,y) eR"™ : z = Agk)x} for some m x 2
matrices Agk), we have by (B.139), 3.141)), (B.142) and (B.I47) that

(4.2) 1AW < CEy,

4.3 £ 1AMz — AWz| > f Ty, C', B1(0)),
(4.3) 1<rzn<ljn<p z1£81| o ! CC’GUII{,I Zc ATk 1(0)

(k). s S5
(4.4) 1<r§1<ajx<p;é1§fl |A; j x| > Ek,
4.5 AP —A® ) < o inf AWz — APz forall 1 < i < Jj<p,
i J Tl J
Te

where ¢ = ¢(n,m,q) and C = C(n,m,q).
(B) By Corollary B.18],

(4.6) dist? (X, spt Cy) d|[T4[|(X) < C6*2E}

/131/2(0)ﬂ{|(931,932)|<5}
for each § € [0, 1/4), where C' = C(n,m,q, M) € (0, 00).

(C) By Theorem B.I1] for 1 < i < p, there exists an n-dimensional locally area minimizing
rectifiable current Ti(k) of C(31+)4(0) N {r > 71, /4} such that:

(47) T B(744)/5(0) N Caiya(0) N {r > 7/4} = ZT““

(aTz‘(k))LC(BJr’Y)M( 0) N {r > m,/4} =0,
(TP TN C 144)/2(0) N {7 > 73/2} = G [Po]LCla1)2(0) N {r > 71./2},

sup dist (X, Pi(k)) < C,Ey, for all o € [14,/2,1/2],
xespt T H nfr>o}

where 7(X) = dist(X, {0} x R""2) and C, = C,(n,m,q,7,0) € (0,00) is a constant;

(b) foreachi € {1,2,...,p} there exists a Lipschitz g;-valued function ugk) : By (0)Nn{r >
T} — Aqg,(R™) and a measurable set Kﬁk) C B4(0) N {r > 7} such that

(48) TE @™ x KV) = graph (AW 2 + o) 0 @™ x KM),
£(B,(0) N {r > o} \ KM + ITM | (R™ % (B,(0) 0 {r > o} \ KV) < C,EF,

sup ]uz(k)\ < C, FE, sup \Vu \ < C,E}
B, (0)n{r>a} B, (0)n{r>a}

for all o € [r,1/2], where a = a(n,m,q) € (0,1), Cy = Cy(n,m,q,7v,0) € (0,00)
are constants.

(D) By Theorem [3.13] for each point Z = (x,¢,() € spt Ty N By /2(0) with ©(T}, Z) > q,

(4.9) IXI? + E2|¢)? < CE?
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where C = C(n,m,q,M) € (0,00). Furthermore, by Theorem [3.9, Corollary and Theo-
rem B.I3] for each p € (0,1/2) and sufficiently large k£ depending on p, and for each point
Z= (Xaéag) € SptTk N Bl/Z(O) with Q(Tk,Z) > q,

(E)
(k) 2
8R Yy
By p(0O)N{r>7} Byp(0)N{r>7}
<Cp [ dist (Xspt [l | T
B,(0)
k k
any u (@,y) — (= AP P
B (&,0)N{r>71} ’(ugk) (xa y) — X, T — 57 y— C)’n+2ia
<cipre | dist? (X, spt [[v 4 i) |74 |

for 1 <i < p, where R(X) = |X]|; vz is the translation X — X + Z; C = C(n,m,q,7) €
(0,00), C1 = C1(n,m,q, M,~,0) € (0,00) are constants; and, writing

ai
k k
(@ y) = Dl (@)l
k=1
with % (x,y) € R™, the integrand on the left hand side of (AII]) is the single-valued

iK
[u) (z.9)~ (x— AP )12
() (2,9) X2 —Ey—Q)n+2—o

function (z,y) — > %

Extend ugk) to all of B,(0) by setting ugk) (x,y) = ¢;[0] for (z,y) € By(0) N {r < 7}

By (42) and (@4), for each i € {1,2,...p} there exists an m x 2 matrix A; such that, after
passing to a subsequence of (k) without changing notation,

(4.12) BrAW S 4,

for each 1 =1,2,...,p, and

(4.13) 14l < €

(4.14) max inf |A;x — Ajz| > c¢/M

1<i<j<p zeS!
where C = C(n,m,q) € (0,00), ¢ = ¢(n,m,q) € (0,00); hence in particular there exist i,j €
{1,2,...,p} with ¢ # j such that A; — A; has rank 2.
By (C) above, Theorem [Z10] and Lemma 211, there exist locally Dirichlet energy minimizing
functions w; : B (0) \ {0} x R"2 — A, (R™) such that, writing v@(k) = Elzlugk)
subsequence of (k) without changing notation, we have

and passing to a

(4.15) / (™ w;)? + (IDvM| = |Dwi])? = 0 as k — oo
K
for each compact set K C B+(0) \ {0} x R"™2. From (&6) it follows that fB1/2(0)0{0<r<a} \ugk)P

Co'?E} and consequently that fB1/2(0)0{0<r<o—} lwi|?> < Co'/? for each o € (0,1/4), where C' =
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C(n,m,q) € (0,00), and hence that w; € L*(By /2(0); Ag, (R™)) and that
o S wi in L2 (Byp(0); Ag, (R™)).

Taking a sequence v, — 1~ and applying this procedure with ~, in place of 7, in conjunction with a
diagonal subsequence argument to select a further subsequence of (k) without relabeling, we obtain,
for each i = 1,2,...,p, a locally Dirichlet energy minimizing function w; : B1(0) \ {0} x R*"2 —
Ag, (R™) such that

(4.16) / g(vi(k),wi)z +/ (\Dvi(k)\ — |Dw])*> = 0 as k — oo
B1/2(0) K

for each compact set K C B1(0)\ {0} x R*~2. Furthermore, we have by (C) and (&8]) that for each
p € (0,1/2) and each o € (0, p/8),

/ Z wif’ = lim B, dist?(X, spt Cp) d|| T |
By (0) = ko0 Cp—0 (0)
< liminf dist®(X, spt Cy,) d||T}|| < limsup E; dist?(X, spt Cy) d|| T} ||
k—o0 B,(0) k—o0 B,(0)
p
< lim E_? dist?(X, spt Cr) d|| T} :/ > Jwil?,
k=00 C,(0) B,(0) %
and thus
(4.17) im B2 [ dis2(X,spt Cy) d||Th| _/ Zm,y?
ko0 B,(0) By i=1

hence in particular w,! [ B1(0) |w;|? < 1, and we have that

(4.18) wieLQ(Bl/Q( ); Agi (R™) N WE2(B1(0) \ {0} x R"2 A, (R™), i=1,2,...,p, and

loc
/ E lw;)? < 1.
B

1/2(0) =1

Definition 4.1 (fine blow-up). Fiz integers ¢ > 2, p € {2,...,q} and q1,q2,...,qp > 1 such
that 2?21 q; = ¢, and write 9 = (q1,92,--.,qp). Let w = (w1, ws,...,wy), where for each i €

{1,2,...,p}:

(a) wi € L(Byy3(0); Ag, (R™) N WEZ(B1(0) \ {0} x B2 Ay, (R™));

(b) w; is as in ({{-10), so that w; arises in the manner described above, corresponding to (a
subsequence of ) a sequence (Ty) of n-dimensional locally area minimizing rectifiable currents
in B1(0), a sequence of cones (Cy,) with Cy, € Cp g, sequences of positive numbers (ex), (Bk),
(M), (Or) converging to 0, satisfying, for some M > 1 (independent of k), every v € (0,1)
and sufficiently large k (depending on ~y):

(i) Hypothesis (x), Hypothesis (xx), Hypothesis (1) and conditions (3.133) and (5.140)
with Ty, Ck, €k, Bk, Mk in place of T, C, €, 5, n respectively (or equivalently, after
possibly reversing orientation of Ty, and of Cy, conditions (1)-(8) above with py = p
and q(k) =gq; forallk=1,2,... andi=1,...,p), and

(2

(i) condition ({.1)).

We call w a fine blow-up of the sequence (T}) relative to (Cy).
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Definition 4.2 (fine blow-up classes). With q, p, q as in Definition [{.1] above, and for M > 1,

we let By, q(M) denote the set of all functions w = (w1, ..., wy) with w; € L*(By2(0); Ag, (R™)) N
W1£’3(31(0) \ {0} x R"™2; A, (R™)) such that w is a fine blow-up, per Definition[{.1], of a sequences
of currents (Ty,) relative to a sequences of cones (Cy), where M corresponds to (T) as in condition

(6) above.

Given m x 2 matrices Ay, ..., Ay, and M > 1, we let B, (M, A1, ..., Ap) denote the set of all
w € By, q(M) such that w is a fine blow-up, per Definition [[.1], of a sequences of currents (1})
relative to a sequence of cones (Cy) with Cy, € Cp o, where:

e M corresponds to (Ty) as in condition (6) above, and

e the m X 2 matrices Agk), e ,A;,k) corresponding to Cy (as in (A) above) satisfy

B AW o 4
as k — oo, for each i € {1,2,...,p}, where E, = E(Ty, Py, B1(0)).

Remark 4.3. By the discussion above, it follows that B, q(M, A1, ..., A,) is defined only for
matrices Ay, ..., A, satisfying [E13) and (EI4).

Remark 4.4. Let q, p, q be as in Definition [[-1], let M > 1 and let w = (wi,...,wp) €
By oM, Ax,...,Ay) where Ay,..., A, are constant m x 2 matrices satisfying the requirements of
Definition [{.3 for some sequences (1), (Ck) of currents and cones giving rise to w per Defini-
tion [ If p € (0,1) and w; # ¢;[0] in B,(0) for some i € {1,...,p}, then

w= Hw(p('))“Z;(Bl(o))w(p(')) € B, q(CM, Ay, ... 7Ap)a

where C = C(n,m,q), Hw(p(-))H%Q(Bl(O)) =p" pr(o) SoE_yfwil? and @ = (@1, @y, . .., @p) with
w; = ||w(,0(-))||221(Bl(0))wj(p(-)); indeed, E(T},Cy,B,(0)) # 0 for all sufficiently large k, and w is
a fine blow up of the sequence Tvk = 1o,p# T relative to Cy. To see this, note that by (£.I7)) we have
that E (T}, Cy,B,(0)) # 0 for all sufficiently large k. By assumption conditions (1)-(8) above (with
pr = p) and condition ([@J]) hold, and hence it is readily checked that conditions (1)-(3), (5), (7),
(8) above and condition (£I]) are satisfied with Ty in place of T;, and with p (225 p=(nt2)/2),
p~ 16 in place of e, Nk, Ox; by arguing as in [Wicl4l pp. 910-914], using Theorem B.I1] in places
where the argument depended on [WicI4l, Theorem 10.1], we can also verify that condition (4) holds
with T}, in place of Ty, and Cp~("t2/23, in place of B where C = C(n,m,q) € (0,00), and that
condition (6) holds with T in place of T, and C'M in place of M, where again C' = C(n,m,q) €
(0,00). Hence we can construct a fine blow up of (T}) relative to Cj, which can readily be checked

to be equal to Hw(p('))||Z21(Bl(0))w(p('))-

In subsequent sections, we shall use the following notation:

e S denotes the subspace of (m + n) x (m + n) skew symmetric matrices spanned by the
set of skew symmetric matrices corresponding to the transformations I';; : R™" — R™+™
(1<i<2+m,1<j<n—2)given by Iij(2,y) = 2'eami; — ylei, (x,y) € RZT™ x R"2,

In the following, we fix an integer ¢ > 2.

e For pe {2,...,q}, let

p
M, ={(q1,92,---,qp) : q1,92,...,qp are integers > 1, with qu = q}.
j=1
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e For pe {2,...,q} and q € M, let
Cpq=1{(e")pC: CeCpq, A€ S}
and let

5: ngz Ugean, 510701-

o For p € {2,...,q} and q = (¢1,¢2,...,qp) € M, let £, 4 be the space of functions ¢ =
(¥1,%2,...,9p) such that for each j € {1,2,...,p}, ¥; : R" = A, (R™) is a (linear)
function of the form

vi(zy) = (@] V(,y) € R* x R™2,
/=1

where for £ = 1,...,q;, ¥, : R? — R™ are linear functions such that for k # ¢, either
Vjk(®) =, (z) for all z € R? or ¢, 1 (x) # ;6(z) for all € R?\ {0}.

o Let £ = U;];:Q Ugem, £p.q-

e For p e {2,...,q} and q = (q1,92,--.,qp) € M,, let Ep,q be the space of functions {/; =
(121, 1;2, . ,Q,Zp) such that:

(a) 1;]' : R™ — Ay (R™) for each j € {1,2,...,p};

(b) there are ¢ = (Y1,%2,...,9p) € £,4q, two (single-valued) linear functions L,
R"2 — R™ and Ly : R" 2 — R?, and constant m x 2 matrices A, Ao, .. Ap
such that for each j € {1,2,...,p}, ¥;(z,y) = ZZil[[wj,g(x) + Li(y) + A;La(y)]
V(z,y) € R? x R"2.

e Forpe{2,....q}, a=(q1,q2,---,qp) €M, and m x 2 matrices Ay, ..., Ay, let

*

Z:p,q(zla e 7Zp) = {{bv € Epg : (b) above holds with A; = Zj for j=1,...,p}.
o Let £=UL_, Ugem, £p.q-

In the following lemma and subsequently, we let r(X) = |(x1, z2)| for X = (x1, z2,y) € R™ where
(1,72) € R%2,y € R"2. The lemma establishes the elementary fact that corresponding to each
Y € £, q, each sequence of cones Cy, € Cp q converging to {0} x R™ and each sequence of numbers
Ej, — 0T, there is a sequence of cones Cy, € Cpy o (for some p’ € {p,...,q} and q’' € M) such that
1 is the blow-up of (Cy) relative to (Cy).

Lemma 4.5. Let p € {2,...,q}, q € M, and let (Cy) be a sequence in Cpq with

& - / dist?(X, {0} x R") d]|C|(X) — 0.
B1(0)

Write Cy, = 375, qj[[Pj(k)]] and Pj(k) = {(A§k)x,x,y) : (z,y) € R? x R" 2} where Ag»k) (G =
1,2,...,p) are distinct constant m x 2 matrices, and suppose thNat f07~’ each jNE {1,2,...,p},
elzlAg-k) — Aj as k — oo for some m x 2 matrices Ay,...,Ap. Let ¢ = (%’)?:1 € £p7q(1:11, o Ap)
and let ¢ = (%’)?:1 € &g L1 : R"2 = R™ and Ly : R"2 — R? correspond to v in accor-

dance with the definition of Epg(Al,...,Ap) above. Let (Ey) be a sequence of positive numbers
with Ey, < Brer, where B, — 0F. For some p’ € {p,...,q}, some ' € My and each k =1,2,3,...,

there is a cone Cy € Cpr o with fBl(O) dist?(X, {0} x R?) d||Cy||(X) < (e + CER)? for sufficiently
large k, where C = C(n, q,{bv) such that:
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(i) Cp, = L S [[]5(];)]] where
(4.19) PY = (A2 + Byja(a) + RV (2,y),2.9) : (2.y) € R"}
with
k - k
(420)  [RYD (@) < Clen+ B+ e ' AY) — A]) Bl Lall + CEF | La [ (154] + 124 ]| + | s

for (x,y) € B1(0), where C = C(n,q).
(ii) For T € (0,1/4) and k sufficiently large,

(4.21) / dist?(X, 5pt Cp) d|Chll < Cll22 5,072 E2
(B1/2(0)xRm)N{r<r}
where C' = C(n,q);
(iii)
1 -
(4.22) / ZW}] Pdx = Jim dist? (X, spt Cr) d|| G|
B1/2(0 0 E By /2(0)xR™

Proof. Note that €, > 0 since p > 2 and A(k) ...,Agc) are distinct. Let Cj, = Py P [[P(k ]
where N
Pj(f;) — {eEkM1+EkM2/Ek:(A§kJ)x + Ekwj,l($)7x7y) (z,y) € Rn}

and
0 0 I 0 0 0
Mi=| 0 0 0|, My=|0 0 —Lg
LT 0 o0 0 LY o

representing Ly as an m x (n—2) matrix and Lo as a 2 x (n —2) matrix. It is clear that ﬁj(];) is close

to {0} x R” and hence is a graph over {0} x R". ePkM2/¢ is a rotation of the (z,y)-coordinates.
Since Fj < Brer, we have that

P = {2 (AP + Bpja(e) + 6 ByAS Lo(y), 2,9) + OB B Lalll (. 9)))) + (2.9) € R" .

eFsM1 ig a rotation of the (y, z)-coordinates. Hence

P = {(AVz + Brpji(x) + EeLi(y) + e "By A Lo(y), 2,y — B LT AP )
+ O(BrBxl| Lall + B2 Ll (W] + 1Lall + 1 L)z, 9)]) : (z,9) € R"}
= {(AWz + B (@) + ByLi(y) + ¢ "Er AW Lo(y), 2, y)
+ OBk Bl Lall + BRI L1 | (1] + Lol + |1 L2l (2,
={(A 2+ Bdja(2) + RV (2, 9),2,9) : (2,y) € R"}

y)l) : (z,y) e R"}

where

RW (@,9)| <C(Bi + e AW -

& — A40) Bll Lol + CBRILAN (5] + L4l + (| L2]l)

with C'= C(n,q). The rest of the conclusions are now immediate. 0
Lemma 4.6. Let p € {2,...,q}, q € M,, M > 1, w = (wj)?’:l € Byq(M,A1,...,Ap) with
associated sequences of locally area minimizing rectifiable currents Ty, in B1(0), cones Cy € Cpq

and m X 2 matrices Ag»k) (1 < j < p) corresponding to Cy (as in condition (A) above) such
that Ek_lAg»k) — Aj as k — oo for each j € {1,2,...,p}, where E, = E(Ty,Py,B1(0)). Let
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By = E(T}, Cy, B1(0)) and let ¢ = (1;)"_; € £,q(A1,..., Ay). For cach k=1,2,3,.... let Cy be
the cone corresponding to Cy, {/;, Ey given by Lemmal[4.5. Then for every p € (0,1),

k—o0

(4.23) lim E; 2E(Ty,C, B p 2/3 " Zg (wj, )%
P

(4.24) Jim E;? dist? (X, spt T}, )d||Cy|| < / Zg (w;, ¥;)?
koo B, (0)\{r<p/8s} B,(0)\{r<p/8} 5=

Proof. By ([.6), for every § € (0,1/4), p € (0,1) and k sufficiently large we have that
/ dist? (X, spt Cy) d|[Ty | < C6Y/2E2,
B,(0)n{r<d}
and consequently, by the triangle inequality,
/ dist? (X, spt Cy,) d|| Tx || < C8'/2E2,
(0)n{r<d}

for some constant C' = C(n,m,q,p) € (0,00). In view of this, the conclusions (£23)) and ([Z£24)
follow from the definition of fine blow-up, (#I9) and the estimates (£20) and (@.2T]).

4.2. Main estimates for fine blow-ups. We shall now derive estimates for w € B, q that
correspond to the estimates in Section Bl These estimates will form the basis of our asymptotic
analysis of the fine blow-ups (carried out in Sections [£3] and [£4] below) which in turn will play a
key role in the proof of the main excess decay result, Lemma 413l

Lemma 4.7. Letpe {2,...,q},q€M,, M > 1 and w = (w;)}_; € By q(M, A1,..., Ay) for some
m x 2 matrices Ay,...,Ap. The following estimates hold:

(a) for each v = (¢P;)f_ € Loq(A1, ..., Ay) and each p € (0,1/2),

(4.25) / iRZ Owi/R)|* <C‘"2/ Zgw i)
. BP/Q(O) — Bp(o 1y ¥ ’

OR
where R = |X| and C = C(n,m,q) € (0,00) is a constant;
(b) for each p € (0,1/2),

(4.26) / Z|D wil? < Cp™" 2/ Z|wz|2
p/2(

where X = (x,y) for x = (wl,xg) and y = (z3,...,2y) and C = C(n,m,q) € (0,00) is a

constant;
(c) there exist functions Aq : B;L/42(0) — R™, Ay : B’f/f(O) — R? with
(4.27) sup  (|A(2)] + [X2(2)]) < C
BJ;2(0)
such that for each o € (0,1/2), p € (0,1/2) and z € B?/42(0),
(4.28)
P 4 _ _ A 2
/ Z |wZ(X) ()\1(2) nilf‘Q(Z))| dx < Cpn2+o/ Z‘wl _ A )\2( ))’
0/2(0,2) 4 |X - (0’ Z)| 7 By(0,2) ;3
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where C = C(n,m,q, M,c) € (0,00). Moreover, A\i(z),\2(2) are uniquely determined (by
z, w and Ay, As, ..., A,) subject only to the condition

P 2
[wi(X) = (M(2) = Aida(2))]
/Bp(o , ;:1 X = (0.2 dX < oo for some o € (0,1/2) and some p € (|z],1/2).

Proof. Let w = (w;)t_; € By q(M, Ay, ..., Ap). Choose a sequence (T) of locally area minimizing
rectifiable currents in B;(0) and a sequence (Cy,) of cones in C, q such that the m x 2 matrices A(k)
(1 <4 < p) corresponding to Cy, (as in condition (A) above) satisfy E lA(k) — A; as k — oo for
each i € {1,2,...,p}, and such that w is the fine blow-up of of (7}) relatlve to (Ck) in accordance

with Definition .11

To see part (a), let ¢ = (¢P;)b_; € Spq(Al,...,Ap). For each k = 1,2,..., let C), € C~p/,qr
be the cone given by Lemma L5 corresponding to Cy, ¢ and Ey = E(Tk,Cg,B1(0)), and let
Ry € S be such that Cy = (e k) y Cy € Cp.q- Let €9 = €9(n,m,q,1/2), By = Bo(n,m,q,1/2)
be as in Theorem B.9] taken with v = 1/2. Fix p € (0,1/2). Note that for sufficiently large k,
Hypothesis (x) is satisfied with 79,4 T, Cy in place of T', C (since E(T},Py,B1(0)) — 0 and
hence, by condition (4) of Section Bl Q(T, Cy,B1(0)) — 0), and hence Hypothesis (x) also
holds with fk = no,pu (e ) Tk Ck in place of T, C. Suppose that for sufficiently large k,

Hypothesis (xx) is satisfied with Tk, Ck in place of T, C, i.e. that

(4.29) Q(T;,Ci, B1(0) < By inf  Q(Tx, C',B1(0))

’ D
CEU’ =1 qp

for sufficiently large k. Then we can apply Theorem B.9(a) (with Tk, C in place of T', C) to deduce
that

Xi 2 ol ' _
[ Eaimen < o [ it o d i)
B,/»(0) [ X| B,(0)

for all sufficiently large k, where C' = C'(n,m,q) € (0,00). Reasoning exactly as in the proof of
Corollary B12] this implies, for any 7 € (0, p/4) and all sufficiently large k,

P

Lo r) [

R2
OR

/ <Cp [ dist (X, spt Cu) T ()
B, 2(0\{r<7} ;5 B,(0)

where ugk) are as in (48). Dividing this by E}, letting ¥ — oo and applying Lemma [£.6] and then

letting 7 — 0, this yields ([4.25]). If on the other hand (£29]) fails for infinitely many k, then (see
Remark [B.8) we can choose p’ € {1,...,p — 1}, a subsequence of (k) without relabeling, and cones
C). € C, such that:

(i) Q(Tk, C}, B1(0)) < (250_1)%1@(@7616731((1)) and
(ii) either p’ = 1 or Hypothesis (xx) holds with T}, C} in place of T', C.

We clearly also have that Hypothesis () is satisfied with T\k, C}. in place of T, C (by (i), and the
fact that Q(T}, Cr, B1(0)) — 0 whence Q(T}, Cr, B1(0)) — 0). We can thus apply Theorem 3.9(a)
again, with T\k, C). in place of T, C (noting that if we have in (ii) above that p’ = 1, then
Theorem [3.9(a) holds by a standard argument based on the monotonicity formula, Theorem [2.9]
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and Lemma [2.T7]), and combine the resulting inequality with (i) above to deduce that

XL 2 o . _
[ B <o [ a0t G dlTil ()
B,,»(0) | X| B, (0)

vepm | dist? (X, spt Ty) 4] G| (X)
e Tk (B, /2 (0\{r(X)<p/16})

for infinitely many k. Again reasoning as in the proof of Corollary 312 this implies, for any
7 €(0,p/4),
2

(k) =
O /R oy ona / dist?(X, spt Cy) | T4 |(X)
B, (0)

RZ—n
OR

/Bp/z(o)\{?"<7}

+Cp 2 / dist? (X, spt Ty) d||Cp||(X)
e (B2 (0)\{r(X)<p/16})

for infinitely many k. Dividing this by FEj, letting & — oo and then letting 7 — 0, in view of
Lemma 6 and the fact that e~ # — I, this yields ([@25]).

Part (b) follows directly from (AI0) and (£I7).

To see Part (c), let p € (0,1/2) and z € B’f/f(()). By (&1)), for each k = 1,2,... there exists
Zr(2) = (xx(2), €k (2), Gk (2)) € By, (0, 2) with O(|| Tk, Z(2)) = ¢- By @.II),

/ ¥ (2, y) — (i (2) — AP g (2) 2
Bya(en() >t [(u (2, y) — xa(2), @ — &x(2),y — G(2))|72—0

(4.30) < Cyp e / dist? (X, spt vz, (1) 4 C) d| T
R™ X By (€ (2),Ck (2))

for all sufficiently large k, where C; = Ci(n,m,q, M,1/2,0). By (4£9), there are A\;(z) € R™ and
Ao(2) € R? with [A1(2)], [X2(2)] € C = C(n,m,q, M) such that, passing to a further subsequence,
E 'xk(2) = Ai(z) and E;lﬁkék(z) — A2(2). Hence dividing the above by Ej and letting k — oo,
we obtain the existence of A\1(2), A2(z) such that ([A28]) holds with C' = C;. Moreover A\1(z), A2(2)
are uniquely determined by z, w and Ay, As, ..., A, (independently of p, o and the chosen sequence

(Zk(2))); to see this, let z € B?/jf(()), |z| < p1,p2 < 1/2 and suppose that for £ = 1,2, there are
)\gg) € R™, )\;Z) € R? such that

{4 {4
/ (%) = (A = AP
B X = (0,2) 2

00/2(0,2) =1

for some 01,09 with 0 < 07 < 09 < 1/2. By replacing p1, p2 with min{p1, p2}, we may assume
p1 = pa. By the triangle inequality this implies that

1 2 1 2
/ 2l A — 4,080 - AP
B

X (e X

01/2(0:2) 51

whence (since pr1/2(07Z) | X —(0,2)|7""2+92 dX = 00) we must have ()\gl) —)\§2))—Ai()\§1) —)\9)) =0
for each i = 1,2,...,p. By ([£I4) (which holds automatically, see Remark [4.3]) this gives first that
)\;1) = )\9) and consequently also that )\gl) = )\§2). O
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4.3. Classification of homogeneous degree 1 fine blow-ups. In this section we establish the
following classification theorem for homogeneous degree 1 fine blow-ups:

Theorem 4.8. Letp € {2,...,q}, a = (q1,---,4p) €My and M > 1. Let w = (w;);_; € By (M)
be homogeneous of degree 1 in the sense that X wj(X) is an Ag; (R™)-valued homogeneous degree

1 function of X € B1(0)\ {0} x R"2 for every j € {1,...,p}. Then w € Sp,q, and moreover there

are a function ¥ = (P1,...,¢p) € £pq, constant (m x 2) matrices Ay,..., Ay, and two linear
functions Ly : R"™2 5 R™, Ly : R" 2 — R? with
(4.31) Al + 1| Laf| + || L2|| £ C,  max inf |A;x — Ajx| > c/M

1<i<j<p zeS!

where C = C(n,m,q), ¢ = c¢(n,m,q), such that w;(z,y) = Zgj:l[[l/}j7k(x) + Li(y) + A;La(y)] for
each j € {1,2,...,p} and (z,y) € R? x R"~2,

Proof. Note that w satisfies 28] for some functions A1 : By/4(0) N {0} x R"™2 — R™, Ay :
By/4(0) N {0} x R"~2 — R? and some constant (m x 2) matrices 4;, 1 < i < p. First consider the

case A\ = 0, Ay =0, i.e. the case where for each o € (0,1/2), p € (0,1/2) and z € B?/42(0),

B,s((0.2) S 1X = (0, 2) |42 B,((0,2)) 7

for some constant C' = C'(n,m,q, M,0) € (0,00). Since each w; is locally Dirichlet energy mini-
mizing in By /p (0) \ {0} x R"~2, it follows from standard sup and energy estimates for such func-
tions (JAlm83]) and ([@32) that for every o € (0,1/2), p € (0,1/2) and every X = (x,y) €

Bi/Q(O) X B?/f( )\ {0} x R"2,

2 2-n 2 |$| e 2
@33 P+ e //Q(XZIDwJI <0< ) /B ’wa

7=1

where C' = C(n,m,q,0) € (0,00). From this, with the help of a standard covering argument, it

follows that for each p € (0,1/2), § € (0,1/16) and z € B?/IE(O)

Zyuwj\z <5 / Z]w]\z
p(oz

where C' = C(n,m, q,0), whence for each p € (0,1/2), 6 € (0,1/16) and z € B";;2(0),

(4.34) P /
By 16(0,2)0{dp/2<r<bp}

1/16
P

(4.35) p2n / D, 2 < €87 / w25

Bp/16(07z)ﬁ{T§6p} .]Z; (O z Z
in particular, for each p € (0,1/2) and z € B?/IE(O)

P
(4.36) po [ S wrecr [ Y
By16(0:2) 51 Bp(0,2) j—

where C' = C(n,m, q).
Now fix j € {1,2,...,p}, and set W = w; and § = ¢;. Since W is Ag(R™)-valued, we may write

w(X) =Y [w(X)]
/=1
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where W,(X) = (WH(X),w2(X),...,wy(X)) € R™. With this notation, we next verify the two
identities:

(437) [ owic = - [ wipain
Rn Rn
(1439) [ (Db, — v D) D = o
Rn
for all ¢,¢1,...,¢, € CHBy /16(0)), where we use the convention of summing over repeated indices.

Indeed, since w is locally energy minimizing in By /15(0) \ {0} x R"~2 (£37), (£38) hold whenever
¢,C1y- 5 Cn € CE(Bi/16(0) \ {0} x R"2). For 6 € (0,1/32), let X5 : [0,00) — R be a smooth
function such that 0 < y5(r) < 1, Xs(r) = 0 for all r € [0,0/2], x5(r) = 1 for all » > ¢, and
IX5(r)] < 3/6. Define x5 : R* = R by xs(x,y) = Xs(|z]). Let ¢ € C(By/14(0)) be arbitrary and
replace ¢ in (£37)) by xs¢ to get, using (£33), (£34) and ({I8), that

(4.39)

/ (DB + 5 Dt Dic) s | < / (@ || Dw || Dxs IC]
B1/16(0) Bi/16(0

<C6*77 sup [¢]
B1/16(0)
for every o € (0,1/2), where C' = C(n,m,q,0) € (0,00). In view of ([£30]) and ([£33]), we may let
§ — 07 in this to conclude [@3T). A similar argument (using both (£34]) and ([&38])) yields (E38]).

It is standard (see e.g. [KrumWicl7, Section 4.4]) that (£37)), (£38)) imply that either w = g[[0]
in By /16(0) or for each Z € By 14(0) and p € (0,1/16), the frequency function

" pr(z) | Dw|?
o faBP(z) [w]?

is well-defined and monotone nondecreasing as a function of p € (0,1/16). Suppose that @ is not
identically zero, and write Nz(Z) = lim,_,o+ Ny z(p). Since W is homogeneous of degree 1 from
the origin, 1 = Nz (0) > Ng(Z) for each Z € By/14(0).

Let Z = (0,2) € Byj1(0) N {0} x R*"2. By [@32) we have that for each o € (0,1/2),
SUP e (0,1/4) p e | Bo(2) |w|?> < oo, while by the monotonicity of the frequency function (Z.40)
we have that infpe(om)p_"_QNmZ(pl)fBP(Z) [w|*> > 0 for each p; € (0,1/16). It follows that
2Nw z(p1) > 2 — o for each p; € (0,1/16) and o € (0, /12), whence, letting o,p1 — 0, we de-
duce that N(Z) > 1. Thus Ng(Z) = Ng(0) = 1 for every Z € {0} x R*~2 and hence by standard
arguments again, W is invariant under translations along the subspace {0} x R"~2. Thus there is
a function w; € I/Vlif(Rz;Aq(Rm)) such that w(xz,y) = wi(x) for all (x,y) € R? x R*2. Since
w1 is homogeneous of degree 1 and locally energy minimizing in R? \ {0}, w; is given by g linear
functions on R2, of which any two distinct functions take distinct values at every point R? \ {0}.

We have thus shown that a homogeneous degree 1 element w € 25, 4 belongs to £, ¢ subject to the
additional assumption that the two functions A\j, Ay corresponding to w as in ([£28]) are both zero.

(4.40) N, 2(p) = -

To complete the proof of the theorem, let now w = (wy,ws, ..., wp) be an arbitrary homogeneous
degree 1 element of B, q(M). Then w € B, (M, A;,...,A,) for some m x 2 matrices A;,..., A,
satisfying (£.13) and (£14). By Lemma [A.7(c), there are functions A\; : B;L/jf(O) — R™, X :
B?/42(0) — R? satisfying ([{27) and (@28). Fix j € {1,2,...,p} and write w;(X) = 37, [w;«(X)]
with w; (X) € R™. Let w;, denote the single-valued average given by w;,.(X) = q; Ze L wje(X)
for X € By/5(0)\{0} xR"~2. Since w; is locally Dirichlet energy minimizing on By j5(0)\{0} xR"~2,
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we have that w;, is harmonic on By /5(0) \ {0} x x R"2, By @28) (with p = 1/4 and ¢ = 1/4),
#18), (E27) and (£I3), we have that for each z € B;‘/f(O)

(4.41) / [wja(X) = (Ma(2) = Aa(2) <C
B1/4(0,2)

X — (0, 2)[nt2-1/4
where C'= C(n,m,q, M) € (0,00). Since |A;(z) — Aj\a(z)| < C, this implies that

o / il < C
BP(O7Z)

for any z € Bl/4 (0) and any p € (0,1/4), where C' = C(n,m,q, M). Consequently, by the mean
value property for harmonic functions, we have that w;, is bounded on By /4(0) \ {0} x R, It
is then standard to see that w;, extends to B /4(0) as a harmonic function (e.g. by using the
fact that ‘[Bl/4(0) |Dwj q|?¢? < 4fB1/4(0) lwj,al*|DE|? for all ¢ € C(By74(0) \ ({0} x R"72)) and the
fact that {0} x R"~2 has vanishing 2-capacity to verify first that w;, € VVI})CZ(Bl /4(0)), followed
by another use of the same vanishing 2-capcity property to verify that w;, is weakly harmonic
in Bj4(0)). Since w; is homogeneous of degree 1 on By 5(0) \ {0} x R""? by assumption, this
extended function (which we shall continue to denote by w;,) is homogeneous of degree 1, so it is
a linear function on By 4(0). Since (4.4I) implies that w;, ‘1’{0}><B 29y = A1 — AjA2, we conclude
that for each j € {1,2,...,p}, the function AU) = \; — A\ : B?/42(0) — R™ is linear. Since
by (@I4) there are 7,5 € {1,2,...,p} such that A; — A; has full rank (= 2), it follows that \o
is linear and consequently so is A\;. Thus, writing points z € R"~2 as column vectors, there is a
constant m x (n — 2) matrix D; and a constant 2 x (n — 2) matrix Dy such that A\i(z) = Diz

and A2(z) = Daz. Now, there is (T}) a sequence of locally area minimizing rectifiable currents in
B;(0) with 0T,.B1(0) = 0, and (Cy) a sequence of cones in Cp, ¢ such that w is the fine blow-up

of (Ty) relative to (Cy). Let Ex = E(T}, Ck, B1(0)). Define rotations R(l) R,(f) : R R
by Rl(:) = efrMi and Rl(f) — Br "BeMz where My, My are as in the proof of Lemma with Ay,

Ao in place of Ly, Lo respectively and Ek = E(Ty,Po,B1(0)). By the argument of [KrumWicl7
Theorem 10.1] (see the end of [KrumWicl7, Section 10.2]) and Lemma 5] we see that the fine

blow-up w = (wy, Wy, ...,wy) € By q of the rotated sequence Ty = R/(H)# R(2) T}, relative to the
(same) sequence of cones (Cy,) (by the excess By = E(T},, Ci,, B1(0))) satisfies
(4.42) cwj(x,y) = wi(z,y) — (M(y) — 4;2())
for some constant ¢ € [0,C] (with C = C(n,m,q)) and all j =1,2,...,p; in fact
¢ = lim sup Ek_lﬁk

k—o0
If ¢ = 0 then w;(z,y) = ¢;[M1(y) — AjA2y] for each j =1,2,...,p, so in this case w € Epg trivially.
If on the other hand ¢ > 0, then by ([£28]) and ([£42]), we see that w is a homogeneous degree 1

element of B,  satisfying, for each o € (0,1/2), p € (0,1/2) and z € B;‘/f(O)

p ~ 2
|w; (X)) —n—2+ / 2
E dX < noere E
/p/2(oz i |X (0, Z)|n+270 = CP |wj|

B,(0,z)

where C' = C(n,m,q,M,0) € (0,00). So by applying the special case (1.e. the case A\; = 0, A2 = 0)
of the theorem just proved to w, we see that w € £, 4. By (£42), this means that w € Ep,q, ie.
wi(z,y) = S0 [¥ik(@)+Li(y) + AjLa(y)] for each j € {1,2,...,p} and (z,y) € R?> x R"~2 where
L; = X\ and Ly = A\y. The asserted bounds (£31]) follow from (@27), (AI3]) and (@I4]). O
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4.4. Asymptotic decay of fine blow-ups. The main result of this section is a decay estimate
for the fine blow-ups, Theorem [£.11l Broadly speaking, our proof of Theorem [.11] will employ the
well-known hole-filling technique, in a manner similar to its use in [Sim93|] for the multiplicity 1
counterpart of the result, and will be based on the following lemma.

Lemma 4.9. Let p € {2,...,q} and q € M. There is a constant C = C(n,m,q) € (0,00) such
that if w € By, q and if Y € £, g s such that

(4.43) / Gluwy vy <2 int [ Gy, )2
B1/2(0) 5 Z Y W E€Lpq B1/2(0) 5 Z 7
then

2
(4.44) /B Zg (wj, ;)2 < C O(w;/R)
1/2(0

OR

B1/2(00\B1/5(0) =1

Because ours is a higher multiplicity setting and the functions involved are multi-valued, the
proof of Lemma [£.9 will have to be different from that of the analogous result in [Sim93]. We
proceed in two steps, where the first step is Lemma .10 below giving the same conclusions as
Lemma [£.9] subject to a weaker condition on 1 (namely, inequality (£45])) than (£43]), together
with an additional hypothesis on w (namely, condition ([£.48)) that is the analogue, for fine blow-
ups, of Hypothesis (xx) on area minimizing currents associated with fine blow-ups. Note also that

in Lemma .10, we work under the assumption that ¢ € £, q (rather than ¢ € £ q)-

Let p e {2,...,¢}, a=(q1,q2,---,qp) € M, and ¥ = (P1,72,...,9p) € £, 4. Recall that then
Z?’:l ¢; = q and for j € {1,2,...,p}, we have that ¢;(z,y) = sz:l[[i/)j,k(x)]] for all (z,y) € R" =~
R2 x R"2, where Yk R? — R™ are linear functions. In Lemma 10, we shall use the following
additional notation:

For j € {1,2,...,p}, let d;(¢) be the number of distinct functions in the collection {t;; : k =
1, e 7Qj}-

Let d(y) = >_%_, d;j(1). Note that then 1 < d;(¢)) < ¢; and p < d(¥) < q.

For p<s<gq,let £,4(s) ={Y € £,4 : d(v) = s} and note that £, 4 = Ui, L, 4(s).

Lemma 4.10. For eve@ﬁ > 1 and M > 1, there exist constants B = B(n,m,q, M, M) € (0,1)
and C = C(n,m,q,M,M) € (0,00) such that the following holds: if p € {2,...,q}, q € M,
w € By q and P € £, 4 are such that

(4.45) / G(wj,;)? < oM’ inf / Qw,w
Bl/2(0 Z e Y'elp,q 31/2(0 Z ’
and either (i) d(¢) = p, or (i) d(v)) > p and
(4.46) / G(w;,v;)? < B inf / G(wj, ¥})?,
B1a(0) ° Z Y WUl 2p.a() B1ja(0) Z Y
then ([&Z4) holds with C = C.
Proof. Note that it suffices to fix p € {2,...,q}, a = (q1,...,¢p) € My, s € {p,...,q} and prove

the lemma for ¢ € £, (s), with B and C depending on n, m, ¢, M, M, p, q and s. We argue
by contradiction, so suppose that for some fixed M > 1, M > 1, p € {2,...,¢}, q € M, and
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se€{p,...,q}, and for each v = 1,2,3,..., there exist 5, > 0, w") = (wgy),..., (V)) € By q(M),
) = (Q,Z)Y), . ,1/);(,”)) € £p7q(s) such that 3, | 0 and for each v,
(4.47) / W )2 < oM inf / 2RV

31/2(0 Y'€Lp,qJ B1y2(0

and either (i) d(¥™)) =p (i.e. s =p), or (i) d(»)) > p (i.e. s > p) and

p p
(4.48) / W <s ot G, ¥h)2,
Bm(mjz al®) Bm()Z o

e Ud(d)) 12 0 =
and yet
2
2o /R) 1 )\
(4.49) / U NLUPS / G (w?, 4)
B1/2(0)\B1/s(0) =1 B1/2(0) “ 5
Write

1/2

u) (v)
= | 28 ()

and note that F), > 0 by (£49]). To obtain a contradiction, we shall proceed in 5 steps.

Step 1: Selection of currents associated with w®), construction of cones associated with ) and
some preliminary bounds. Since w®) € B, q, there exist a sequence of locally area minimizing
rectifiable currents (70%))?° | in B;(0) with 0 T"* B (0) = 0, a sequence of cones (C**)2° | in
Cp.q and sequences of positive numbers (e®#)20 (BWk))2e = (nk))2e and (§##))2 | tending
to 0, all such that conditions (1)-(8 ) of Section Bl and condition ([@I) hold with T}, = Tk,
C,=CWh p. =p, q](. ) = = qj, € = Wk g = pwk) p =Wk 5 = 5k and such that w®) is
the fine blow-up (as in Definition [£.1]) of T(” k) relative to C**); denote the relevant excess by

1/2
(4.50) Boa= ([ dis(Xspt | CORaTen) )
B1(0)

By the definition of fine blow-up, for each v, there is a sequence of positive numbers (T(” k)) | with

7k — 0 and functions u( k) s Bip0)\{r < it — Ay (R™) fori =1,2,...,p correspondmg

to the sequences (7%), (uik)

) respectively as in the discussion of Section A.]] taken with v = 1/2,

T = T®K and C = C™*): and moreover, for each v = 1,2,... and each 7 =1,2,...,p, we have
(by (£I6)) that
4R )
4.51 L s w”
(4.51) o i

in L?(B 2; Ag,(R™)) and also that |Du§y’k)|/Ey7k — |Dw§y)| locally in L?(K) for each compact set
K C By2(0) \ {0} x R""2. By the definition of £, 4(s), we have that d(y®) = s and 1/124(11) (x,y) =
Sh ¢Z(:? (x)] for i = 1,...,p and for all (z,y) € R" ~ R? x R"2, where ¢Z(:? :R2 -5 R™is a
linear function such that for ¢ # €y, either 1 ¢, (z) = ¥4, (z) for all x € R? or ¢ 4, () # i0,(2)
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for all x € R?\ {0}. By the definition of C, , we have that
(4.52) Ccwh) = Z PP

where for each v and each k, Pi(”’k) (1 <4 < p) are distinct n-dimensional oriented planes with
{0} x R*2 = Pi(y’k) N Pj(y’k) whenever ¢ # j, and with orienting n-vector ]%(V’k), and moreover,
Pi(y’k) ={(z,z,y) e R : 2 = Agy’k)x} for some constant m x 2 matrices Ag”’k).

For each v and k, let

(4.53) Zp: Z[[P(” k)
(=1

=1

where
(Vk ={(z,2,y) ER" xR*?x R" 2 : 2 = Ag"’k)x + Eu,kwﬁ)(ﬂf)}-

(Thus C™k) is as constructed in Lemma &5 with C* 1/1(” , and FE, j in place of Cy, ¥ and

E}). Note that then, since 1) € £.q(s), we have that C(” k) e Cs,q for some q' € M;, and by
Lemma we have

(4.54) > lim B} dist? (X, spt C»*)d|| 7™M and
- By1/2(0)
(4.55) > lim E,} dist? (X, spt T**))d||CR)||.
koo B, /4 (0)\{r<1/32}

Observe that by taking ¢ = 0 in (@47)) and applying (£I8]) we have that

(4.56) F2 <oM / Z |w(” 2 < 901’
B1/2(0) ;
whence by (£54]), (£55), for each v and sufficiently large k£ (depending on v),
(457) Q2 (T(Mk‘)’ é(l/J‘u‘)’ Bl/Q(O)) < 2n+3E37k.F3 < 2n+4M2E57k.
We also have from (4.56]), (418]) and the triangle inequality that
(4.58) / Z |2 < 4M° + 2.
B1/2(0) ;

Step 2: We claim the following: if s > p (possible only if 2 < p < q) then for each sufficiently
large v and sufficiently large k (depending on v),

(4.59) QT™H) CWk) B, »(0)) <C1B,  inf  Q(C™M, C By (0)),

C,EUS,_p q, s/

where C; = Cy(n,m,q, M) € (0,00). To see this, with C; = Ci(n,m,q, M) to be determined
suppose to the contrary that

(4.60) QT CWk) B, »(0)) > 18,  inf  Q(C"M, C, By (0)).

/ s—1
Crel;_, Cqs
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For each v and k choose 5%) € {p,... s — 1} and a cone C"F) ¢ C, sk such that

(4.61) Q(CMM, CF) B 5(0)) < 2CIEU18ng . Q(C™H) ', B 5(0)).

s'=p % s/
Taking C’ = C*) gives us, in view of the definition [@53) of C“*), that
Q(CV®, B, By (0)) < 2Q(CVH, CUN. By 15(0)) < CEyy,

where C = C(n,q, M) € (0,00) is a constant. Since CwHk) Wk Ck) are supported on unions
of distinct planes intersecting along {0} x R"2, it follows that

disty (spt C**) N By (0), spt C**) N B4 (0)) < CE,

for some constant C = C(n,m,q, M) € (0,00). Recalling that by Theorem B.4(a) and condition
(4) of Section BTl we have minsep C™F) > ¢(n,m, q) (3%F)~1E, x, we can express C*F) as

v, k)

S

a(y,k) _ Z Zu,k [[ (uk ]]

i=1 (=1

(v, k)
where fsfy’k) and Ejz(”’ ) are positive integers such that > 5k — 5k and S S ?jéy’k) =q

i=15i
pvk)

and where P, are distinct oriented planes with

disty(P%" N B1(0), P“F N B, (0)) < CE, 4
. (k) sk A(u k)
for each i € {1,...,p} and £ € {1,...,3;""}. (Note that we do not claim that > ," = q;.)

Moreover, for each i € {1,...,p} and ¢ € {1,... ,/fyk } there exists a linear function z,bgl;’k) ‘R?2 —
R™ such that

P = {(z2y) s 2 = AP Mo+ B (@),

Since C%) has fewer planes than Cc k) for each x € R? there exists i € {1,...,p}, 1,02 €
{1,...,q;},and £ € {1,...,§Z(Vk } such that ¢z€1 §é¢

A and

(162)  dist((A" )z + Byai ) @), 2,0),50t €)= 3 Bl @) = 0 @) for j = 1.2

)

Thus for some i € {1,...,p}, ¢1,¢2 € {1,...,q¢:}, and le {1,... ,éfy’k)} we have that ¢Z(2 = 1/)2(2
and the set §=5;, , zofall z € Bl/4( ) for which ([Z62)) holds true satisfies £2(S) > 7/(32¢°).
By(@?])foreacthSandyER"

v vV n Vvk N l/,k‘
Ey i) (z) = 00 (2)] < By i) () — 1/157? J(@)| + Eilo) () - wi(j ()]
qi
<23 dist((A"Y 2 + B, gl (x), 2,y), spt C#H),
=

Hence squaring both sides and integrating over (z,y) € S X B?/42(0),

/BHO) / W)~ oD@ Pdedy <4 [ dist(X,spt GO SN )

1/4 B1(0)



84 BRIAN KRUMMEL & NESHAN WICKRAMASEKERA

Since zpﬁ)l — wﬁl is a linear function, there exists unit vectors vy, vy € R? such that ([Z62) holds
true for x = v1,v9 and

TWn—9

T B @) — P <4 [ s sp €0 S (x)
B1(0)

for x = vy, vo and the angle between vy, vs is > 7/(2¢3). Hence

ey B[l iR <OBL s 1)~ < 0B, [l el
1/2

By /2(0)

<CE?, dist(X, spt C»*)) d|C»M) ||(X)
B1(0)

where C' = C(n, q) € (0,00) are constants. On the other hand, setting ¢}(x) = Z{g,w(l,);_éw(y) ﬂ[lﬁ@g(%’)ﬂ—l-
Wi 0 FVi g
Z{€:¢52>E¢52>2}[[¢i,el ()] and ¥ (z) = ;(z) if j # 4,

(4.64) inf /
vels ! o Spals’) J By2(0) 2 1

Combining (4.60), (461, (£63) and ([4.64) gives

V) wl) < q/ W}zfl 222‘2
B1/2(0)

p
(4.65) QUTD CUM By 5(0)) > cCIB,E2, inf / S g, vl
WEU:/:IJ Lp.a(s’) /By12(0) 521

for some constant ¢ = ¢(n,m,q, M) > 0. Dividing both sides of (L85 by E2, and letting k — oo

using (4.54]) and (IZEE) gives

p
DR zects e G, )
/31/2 ) ' /-~ (s") /By2(0 Z

/ s—1
i=1 7PEUS/:I,SP,Q ) =1

Hence by the triangle inequality

2w wne - cCiB W) e
@ee) [ St e S g
By 2(0) 2 8 By 2(0) Z

i=1 w/EUz;lp Lp.a(s’)

for all sufficiently large v. Choosing Cy > 4¢~/2, ([@B8) contradicts ([@48)). Therefore, [E59) must
hold true.

Step 3: Next we claim the following: for each sufficiently large v and sufficiently large k (depending
onv)

(4.67) QY. CUY.Byo(0) <GB, | inf - QTTY, OBy (0)),

s'=1"4q,s

where Cy = Ca(n,m,q, M) € (0,00) is a constant. To see this, note first that for each fixed v we
have (by condition (4) of Section A1) that

QM. CWM By y(0) < B,y inf QTN C By (0))

b
/ p—1
C’e US =1 qs

where 5, — 0 as kK — oo. Hence in case s = p, ([@G7) (with Cy = 1 and for sufficiently large k
depending on v) follows from this and the definition (53] of C**). So suppose that s > p. Let
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Bax = Bux(n,m,q) = min{SBy(n,m, ¢q,p,3/4,1/8) : p = 2,...,q} where fy is as in Theorem B.IT]
Arguing as in Remark 38, we can find 5*%) € {p,... s} and a cone ch € C, 50k such that

v — .k — — . v
(4.68) QTR T B 5(0) < 20716277 inf QTN T, By 15(0)),
C’EUz,:l Cq’sl
v ral V7k 3 v
(4.69) QT™H), C' )731/2(0)) < Bk inf Q(T™M, ', By 2(0)).
C’EUE(V’ )_lc ’
s'=1 q,s

(Note that by setting C' = C**) in (@6, Q(T(”’k),é(l/’k),Byz(O)) < CE, . Thus by condi-
tion (4) of Section AT}, we must have that 5**) > p.) In light of condition (3) of Section EI] and
([#£69]), we can apply Theorem B.I1] to deduce that

(4.70)

disty (spt T¢F)ABy 4 (0)N{r > 1/16},spt C " 1By 4 (0)n{r > 1/16}) < CETH) T" B, ,(0))
for some constant C' = C(n,m, q) € (0,00). Since G(V’k),é(y’k)
planes intersecting along {0} x R"~2,

are supported on unions of distinct

QACUH TN B, ,(0)) < C dist? (X, spt €) ¢ CM | (x)
B ,/4(0)n{r>1/16}

for some constants C' = C'(n,m,q) € (0,00). Noting that by the triangle inequality

dist(X, spt CM) < dist (X, spt TM)

(v:k)

+ disty (spt 7% N By /4(0) N {r > 1/16},spt C" N By ,4(0) N {r > 1/16})

for each X € spt C*%) N By/4(0) N {r > 1/16} and hence using (4.170)
(@m)  QACUH. T Byy(0))
<C dist?(X, spt TP d||CWR || (X)) + CEX(TH, T*P
B, /4 (0)N{r>1/16}
<CQATMP, COP By y(0) + CQATD, T By 4(0)
for some constants C' = C(n,m,q) € (0,00). Thus combining (£359]), (£71]) and (£.68)
QT CH By 5(0)) < CB,QTYM, CY, By 15(0))

+CB, inf  QT™M,C' By ;(0))

1
C/GU?:lcq,s'

’BI/Q(O))

for some constant C' = C(n,m,q, M) € (0,00), which, provided C3, < 1/2, proves (&6T).

Step 4: Fine blow up relative to the cones associated with ). Using ([£67) and the fact that
condition (6) in Section AT holds with 7®*) in place T, we can now verify (by arguing as in [Wic14]
pp- 910-914]) the following: for sufficiently large v and k, ([Z67) holds with 79 1 /94 TWH) in place
of T*) and with a larger but fixed constant (depending only on n, m, ¢, M) in place of Cy, and
condition (6) in Section A.T] holds with 79 1 /9 4 T™k) in place of T and C'M in place of M, where
C = C(n,m,q). This allows us to apply Corollary 318 with 79 ; /o4 T®k) in place of T and C k)
in place of C to deduce that for any ¢ € (0,1/2),

(4.72) dist?(X, CWR) | TWR|(X) < C16 / dist?(X, C™R) d|| TR (X)

B1/2(0)

/];31/4(0)0{7"<6}
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for all sufficiently large v and k (depending on ¢), where C; = C1(n,m,q, M). Using Theorem B.11]
(applied to the left hand side of this), dividing both sides by E? o x and letting k& — oo (for fixed v),
we obtain with the help of Lemma [Z.6] (applied to the right hand side) that for all sufficiently large

v,

p

p
(4.73) G WP < [ 3 gl ul)R = it

B1,2(0) ;4

/31/4(0)0{7"<5} i=1

where Cy = Ci(n,m,q, M).

Select diagonal sequences T®F®)  C@k¥) by choosing k = k(v) large enough such that condi-
tions (1)-(8) of Section FIl and condition (@I are satisfied with T*®) C®k¥) in place of T},
Cp; with pr = p, q§k) = ¢j and with eWkW) - k@) (k@) - 5@k®) | 0 (as v — 00) in place of

€k, Bk, Mk, Or respectively. Furthermore, by taking v large enough, in view of (d.51]), (£54]), (4.55)
and the claim in Step 3, we may, and shall, require also that

P L)) 2
(474) Z/ G Zi,wz@) < —FE;

i—1 Y Bi2(0\{r<v=1} Ey k) v

1 ~
) o 7/ dist” (X, spt D) d| T | < 1;
vo0o 2 » )F2 Bl/z( )
1

(@76 Jim dist? (X, spt T0+)) [ G+ | <1 and

k) F7 By a0\ (r<1/32)

(4.77) either (i) s = p or (ii) s > p and
QT CUH) By 5(0)) < CB, inf QT C', By 5(0)),
C/EUST U q’em /Cs a’
where C' = C(n,m,q,M). Here E, ), Cwk), ul(.y’k(y)) are as in ([A50), (453), (L5I) with
k = k(v). Set TW = 7Wk@) ) = ck®), ulgu) _ ugu,k(v)), Ccw) — é(u,k(u))’ By = By,

€, = e(”vk(”)), B, = B(”’k(”)), Ny = n(”’k(”)) and 6, = 6@k Afer relabelling, assume the above
hold for v =1,2,3,.... Write

p
(4.78) c® =3 "¢[P"]
=1

where Pi(y) = Pi(y’k(y)), with Pi(y’k) ={(z,z,y) ER"xR2xR" 2 : 2 = Agy’k)x} as in ({52), where
AZ(-V’k) is a constant (m x 2) matrix. By the definition of C®) (see ([@53)), we can write

p ml
(4.79) c® =3"5N"g1pY]

=1 (=1

where ml(-y) are integers > 1 with Y % _; ml(-y) = s, E]f Z) are integers > 1 with Zz 1 “fyg) = ¢

and IA%EZ) (1<i<p 1<1< ml(-y)) are distinct planes such that for each i € {1,...,p} and
veft,...,m"},
. INEEET (v) 5)
dist (X,spt C)) = dist (X, ;")) VX € P},
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By passing to a subsequence without changing notation, we may and shall assume that for each

ie{l,...,p}, mgy) = m,; for some fixed integer m; > 1 and all v = 1,2,..., and also for each

ie{l,...,p}and £ € {1,...,m;} that (jﬁ) = ¢; ¢ some fixed integer g;y > 1 and all v =1,2,....
In view of (4T7), all conditions necessary to produce a fine blow-up of (a subsequence of)

(M0,1/2 4 T®)) relative to the (corresponding subsequence of) cones (C*)) are met. Thus, without
relabelling subsequences, by the definition of fine blow-up, for each v € (0,1) we find a sequence

(7,) with 7, — 0" and functions ﬂﬂ) B0\ {r <7} = A5 (R™) (1 <i<p, 1<0<my)

with (7,) and (~(Vé)) corresponding to the sequences (%), (u§k)) respectively as in the discussion

of Section A.1] taken with T" = nq 124 T®) and C = CW), Moreover, we obtain w € B, g, where
A= (G115 Qm1» @21 sQ2mas - Qp,1y- - 7Qp,mp) which can be written as
p m; i
=D 3D [@i(2)]
i=1 (=1 j=1

with w; ¢ ;(x) € R™ for € B1(0), such that for each i =1,2,...,p and each £ =1,2,...,
(4.80) E; ug é) — Wi g

as v — 00, where

B 1 —n—2
E? = <—> / dist? (X, spt C®))d|| 7™,
2 By /2(0)

wio(x) = Zq'e [wie j(x)] and (by (@I6])) the convergence is in LZ(BA,;A(;Z.’Z(]R"“)) and locally in
w2(B, (0 )\{O} x R"2; ; Az, ,(R™)). Similarly, passing to further subsequences without relabelling,
we also obtain (see Remark B4) a fine blow up w = (wr,...,wp) € By q of (770,1/2#T(”)) with
respect to the sequence of cones (C*)), giving

QUEV) (x/2)
(4.81) E(T®),CW), B 15(0)))

for i = 1,...,p, where the convergence is in L?(B,; Az (R™)) and locally in W2(B,(0) \ {0} x
R Ay (R™)),

Now note that by Theorem BT and the definition of C*) (as in [#53)), we have that for each
ic{l,...,p}, £ {l,...,m;} and z € B,(0) N K¥) N (2K™),

— w;(x)

m; ‘hl

(4.82) u(2/2) = 3" [ (@) + B ()]

(=1 j=1
where 1;2(12 : R — R™is the linear function such that graph (A(V)x—i—E,ﬂ;(V)( )) = ﬁi(lz) (so that for
each i € {1,2,...,p}, 1/)2 ! ,¢Z G yene ,¢Z(m are the distinct functions among ¢Z S ,Q,Z)Z%)i), AW —

(]

Aéy’k(y)), and K, K K®) are the sets corresponding to K in Theorem [B.11] taken with, respectively,
the pair T®), C®) or the pair 70,1/2 # T®), Ccw. By (458) we see that there are linear functions
{EM : R — R™ with {bvl(:? — {EM locally uniformly. In view of the fact that Z§:1 fB1 0) |wj(»y) 12 <1,
compactness for locally Dirichlet energy minimizing functions implies that for each 7 = 1,...,p,
there is w} : B1(0) — A, (R™) which is locally Dirichlet energy minimizing in B;(0) \ {0} x R*~2
such that (in view of (£6])) w = w! locally in L?(B1(0); Ay, (R™)) and also locally uniformly

(2
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in B1(0)\ {0} x R"~2. By (&56), (474) and (@RI, it then follows that 2w!(z/2) = cw;(x) for
x € B,(0) and i = 1,...,p, where ¢ = lim, o E;, 'E(T®),C") B, 5(0)) € [0,2"*?], so that

(4.83) w?(z) — gwi(Qx)

(2
as v — o0 in L*(By2(0); Ag, (R™)) and locally uniformly in By /2(0) \ {0} x R" "2
By (4T75) and (456) we see that, passing to a subsequence, (E,)YE, — ¢ for some ¢ €
[0, 272 M]. Thus, dividing [ES82) by E, and letting v — oo, we obtain that

m; die

(484) sz ZZ[[CU)ZKJ +7;Z)z f( )]]

/=1 j=1
for H" a.e. x € B,(0).
Consider the case ¢ = 0 (which will be the case if option (ii) in (L77) holds). Then by (4.84)

¢ # 0 and w@(”)(,) — > Gi.e[i.0(-)] locally uniformly in By 5(0) \ {0} x R"2. Hence by passing
to a subsequence we can write

(4.85) w” =3 wf?
/=1

on By \ {r < v~'} where for cach i = 1,...,p and £ = 1,...,m;, wﬁ) : Bip\{r <v'} —
AQNZZ

By 5(0) \ {0} x R*~2. Write w(g)( )= q” [[wM](x)]] where wl(fgj(x) € R™, and define

R™) is locally Dirichlet energy minimizing with w¥) () = Gi v {EZ ¢(+)] locally uniformly in
il » »

(I'LZ

(4.86) Z[[wz ) @) = 0 @), e By \ {r<vih

Then EEVZ (z) is locally Dirichlet energy minimizing in By, \ {r < v~} with
@)=y [ (@), 3T @) o
i,zg /31/2\{7"<V1} Z Z Byjo\{r<v— 1} et !
-3 G(w!” (@), 0" (@) dz < F},
By o \{r<v—1}

loc
{0} x R""%; Az ,(R™)) such that v;, is continuous and locally Dirichlet energy minimizing in

Bijs \ {0} x R""% and F;lﬁg’yﬁ) — T locally in L*(Byp \ {0} x R"7?; Az ,(R™)) and locally
uniformly in By /o \ {0} x R"~2. If ¢ # 0, then option (i) in @Z7) (i.c. that s = p) must hold, in
which case ([A84]), [85]) hold with m; = 1 for each i = 1,2,...,p, £ = 1 and ¢;¢y = ¢; for each
i=1,2,...,p (and possibly with ¢ = 0 in ([@&4])); moreover, defining w®*) by [ZE) (with di¢ = i

wgl? = wz(y) and 1;2(12 = 1}[)2(”)), we still obtain 7; ; = v; as above.

so for each i € {1,...,p}, £ € {1,...,m;}, there exists 7;, € L2(B1/2;.A5M( )N wh? (B2 \

Step 5: Non-triviality of the fine blow up relative to the cones associated with ), its homogeneity,
and the contradiction that completes the proof. By the regularity theory for locally Dirichlet energy
()

minimizing functions ([AIm83]), there is a closed set X;

the singular set of wZ(V)L(Bl/Q \ ({0} x R""2)) and By 5 N ({0} x R"?)) of Hausdorff dimension

< n — 2 such that locally about any point y € B \ Egy), the function wgy)

C By/2(0) (consisting of the union of

is given by ¢; smooth
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R™-valued harmonic functions. Letting O’Z(V) C S™! be the radial projection of EEV) N (B2 \ Biys)
into S"~!, we then have that dimgy (O'Z(V)) < n — 2 and that for each w € S*~! \JZ(V), there is a
simply connected neighborhood K, of {tw : t € [1/8,1/2]} such that ’LUZ(V)LKLU decomposes as ¢;
smooth R™-valued functions on K,,. Using this decomposition we see that for each w € S"~2\ O’Z(V)
o(w /R
and 1/8 < p1 < py < 1/2, G(w” (paw)/p2, w” (p1w)/p1) < 11//82 W

Y= (Y1,...,0,) € £p7q, we have by homogeneity of ¢}, triangle inequality and the Cauchy—
Schwarz inequality,

Gy (pa) Ui(p2)? _ 26(w(" (p10). (1)) | 98" /1/2 ot
1z B i 32 Jus

Multiplying this by p"'H and integrating with respect to ps € [1/8,1/2], and then multiplying the
resulting inequality by p7™ and integrating with respect to p; € [1/8,1/4], followed by integration

dt. Hence for any

@) ?
O(w;/R)(tw)
OR

dt.

with respect to w € S*! \aiy), adding fBl/g Q(wgy) (z),v%(x))? dx to both sides and summing over
1, we obtain that

p
(4.87) /31/2 2 x) (z ))2 de < C 31/4222;9(11)2(”)(36),@(38))2 dx

p

o™ /)|

+C R

B1/2(0\B1,8(0) ;—
for each v and any ¢’ € Ep,q, where C' = C(n). On the other hand, choosing § > 0 in (L73]) such
that CC16 < 1/2 (where C, Cy are as in [@87), (A13) respectively) and combining ([73]) and
([ET) taken with ¢ = 1)) gives

p

F2 <20 N 6w (@), 9 (x))? dx + 2C
By, \{r<d} .4 B1/2(0\B1,8(0) ;4

Dividing this by F2, using (Z49) and letting v — oo, we see that

p mg p
;. | lim F, / g(wgy)(w),%y)(l’))z dx > (20)_1
[ DI TSNy S

1/a\{r<d} ;27 =1

v) 2
0 (w@' /R)
OR

and in particular _, , [U; ¢|* # 0. Again by ([£.49) and the fact that JM is homogeneous of degree 1,
it follows that for each ¢ € (0,1/4),

/(31/2(0)\31/8( ON\{r<d} ;=

< lim F,? /
vreo (B1/2(0)\B1,8(0))\{r<d} ;=

2
P |owy) /R)
>0 |5

p

ow® /R)| _

= lim F,
im R

v=0 /<Bl/2<o>\Bl/8<o>>\{r<6} =1

Thus for each ¢ and 7, % =0at H"-a.e. X € By/(0)\ By3(0) and hence v; ¢ is homogeneous
of degree 1 in (By/2(0) \ Byg(0)) \ {0} x R*2. Now by (A32) and ([T4) we see that for any
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€(0,1/4),

2
/ g ~z(z)(33) 2@(‘,@)(33/2)
BN} 57\ BvEv T B
2

Q'LZ qzl

52 [ 6| > Ik oL Y ul?;(a/2)]
Bw<0\{r<6}%: ]Zl RS Z ea!

— 4R ZQ(E Y (1/2), w! (m/2)) =0

By (0)\{r<d}

as v — oo, and hence by ([A80) cw;y = v;y on By \ {0} x R"~2 where the constant ¢ =
lim,_,o0 (E,F,) E, € [0,2"2] (where the limit exists, after passing to a subsequence, by [@753)).
Since ZM |5M|2 % 0, it follows that ¢ > 0, and hence, since the homogeneous degree 1 extension of
we((Byyz \ Biyg) \ {0} x R"2) is locally Dirichlet energy minimizing in R\ {0} x R"~2 it follows
from unique continuation for locally Dirichlet energy minimizing functions that w is (non-zero and)
homogeneous of degree 1 in By \ {0} x R"~2. By Theorem A8, we then have w € Esﬁ so that

wio(x,y) = Zzi’:‘zl [iex(x,y)] where @; ¢ : R™ — R™ are single valued linear functions of the form
Giek(x,y) = pior(®) + L1(y) + AieLa(y), (z,y) € R? x R"2 where ;o) : R* — R™ are linear
functions such that: for ki # ko, either ¢; sk, (2) = @0k, () for all € R? or @; ¢4, (%) # i ok, (T)
for all z € R\ {0}; Ly : R"2 - R™, Ly : R"2 — R? are linear functions, and A, , are constant

o) 2
m X 2 matrices. By the triangle inequality, we then have fB 2O\ {r<v—1} > Y < 7 ,CQ; g) —0

as v — oo, which by the definition of W"), says that

qzl azl

FVQ/B o >.6 Z[[wlmxy — ) (x cFZ[[cpzzkxy]] —0
1/2

N Sy

as v — oo. If we define Egl’) : R — qu (R™) by E(U) (x,y) =1 M [[1/1 ( x) +CF,(pipj(x)+
Li(y) + Ai¢La(y))] and set E(V) = ( yee ,¢ ) then E(V) € Ep,q and the above says

P

N2
(4.88) Fﬁ/ 3¢ (w§”’,zp§ )> = 0.
B (O\{r<v=1} ;54



ANALYSIS OF SINGULARITIES OF AREA MINIMIZING CURRENTS 91

By (&87) taken with ¢’ = E(V) we have that for any ¢ € (0,1/4) and sufficiently large v,

P
(4.89) /B w )) dx < C Zg(wﬁ”)@g”)F dx

1/2 =1 By/an{r<d} ;5
p 9 p

ow” /R)|

c
+ OR

() 5) +
Bi14(0\{r<d} ;55 B1/2(0\B18(0) ;—
p

<20 ST G i) dz + 20 S G, ) da

By /4N{r<s} =4 By an{r<d} ;4
p i 2 p
e > g (wf5") dz+C
B1/4(0\{r<d} ;5

(v) 2
o(w;” /R)
OR

By/2(0)\B1,8(0) ;-1
p p

N2 ) 2
w(”),%@) dr +C 76(11}@ /R)

< 20C6F?
< 20C10F2 + C e

B14(0\{r<d} ;55 < B1/2(0\B18(0) ;1

where C' = C(n), C; = Ci(n,m,q) and the last inequality follows from (£73]) and the fact that,
since E(V) € Ep,q satisfies (4.88)),

p
/ S 9 dr < o / Z g, )2 de < C52F2
Byjan{r<d} ;3 By /2

=1

for some C' = C(n). Taking ¢’ = E(V) in (447) and using ([4.89), we then have that
2
| 06wl /1)

F2 < 4CC6MF2 4+ C Zg ( ®) ,Eﬁ.“)f de +C L

Bi1/4(0)\{r<d} ;5

By/2(0)\B1,5(0) ;1

In view of ([#4J) and @3], dividing this by F? and letting v — oo leads to a contradiction if we
choose § = §(n,m, q, M) such that 4CC16M = 1/2 This completes the proof. O

Proof of Lemma[f-9 Let w € B, q(M) and ¢ € £,4 be as in the lemma, and let (Ty), (Ci) be
sequences corresponding to w as in Defintion L1l By considering a fine blow up of appropriately
rotated T, (as in the proof of Theorem[d.8)), we may assume without loss of generality that ¢ € £, 4.

Let 3 = B(n,m,q,M,M), C = C(n,m,q, M, M) be the constants as in Lemma EI0 (which
depend only on n, m, g, M and the parameter M > 1). For i € {1,...,q — p + 1}, inductively
define 3; and C; by setting #1 = B(n,m,q, M,1) and C; = C(n,m,q,M,1), and for each i > 2,
Bi = B(n,m,q, M, M;) and C; = 2C(n,m,q, M, M;) where M; = 201 (1 8o -+ Bi_1) 2

Observe that ([£45) with M = 1 holds true by hypothesis of the present lemma. If either

d() = p, or if d(¢)) > p and w and + satisfy [@46) with 3 = j1, then by Lemma EI0, w and ¢
satisfy (E44) with C' = Cy. If instead d(¢) > p and w and ¢ do not satisfy (@48) with 3 = £, then
for i = 1,2, ..., inductively select (@ e £p.q(si) such that when i = 1 we have p < 51 < d(v)
and

p
G(wj, inf / Glw;, ¢)?
/B1/2 Z w] TIZ) - B1/2(0)jz1 (wj ¢J)

WGUZ@, ! Lp.a(s’)



92 BRIAN KRUMMEL & NESHAN WICKRAMASEKERA

and for each 7 > 2 we have p < 's; < s;_1 and

P
/ Zg w],i/) 1nf / Zg(w1’¢;)2
Bi/2(0 WEUSZ . Ep,q(sl) B1/2(0) j=1

and terminate either when ¢ equals the smallest i for which s;, > p and

4.90 / G(w, ’w(m) < B 1nf / G(w, ,w
( ) B1/2(0) 5 Z ’ ) 0+1 % B1/2(0) ; Z !

K7
w/ Op qu

or (if no such ig exists) when 7 equals the value ig for which s;, = p. By choice of (!, one readily
checks that () satisfies

4.91 G(w;, ;)2 < 2/ G(w;,!"™)
( ) /31/2(0 Z wj ¢J B1/2(0) Z wj ¢

7=1

oo 2

where the first inequality follows from (£.43]) and the second inequality follows by the construction
of 9@, including the failure, when i < ig, of (@90) with i in place of ig. Using Lemma EI0 and
([#9T)) gives us

/ Zgw],% <2/ Zgwjﬂ/)m <2Clo/
Bi/2(0 B1/2(0 B

d(wi/R) |
OR

1/2(0\B18(0) ;=
O

Lemma 4.11. Letp € {2 . qt, 9 €M, and M > 1. Letw € B, q(M). Foreach € (0,1/8], let

YO be any element in £ p.q Such that fB ©) > g(wj,zp ) < 2inf¢,65p’q fBg(O) Sh g(wj’¢9)2.
Then for each 91, Y9 with 0 < 91 < 99 < 1/8,

21
R e e it o

where p € (0,1) and C € (O,oo) depend only on n, m, q¢ and M (in partzcular independent of ¥
and ¥2).

Proof. Let p € [01,1/2]. By (£25) with ¢(p) in place of v,

p
(4.93) / R < Cp 2 / G(wj, pi)?
o) 2 " Z j

o (
where C' = C(n,m,q) € (0,00). Let T}, Ci be as in Definition ] such that w is the blow-up
of Ty, relative to Cj (by the excess Ey = \/fBl(O) dist? (X, spt |C ) d||Tk|)). We may assume
that w| By, # 0 (else there is nothing to prove) and hence w| B, # 0. By Remark 44, we have
that w1 = [Jw(p())]]7. w(p(:)) € By q(CM) for some C = C(n,m,q). Hence by applying

1
1225, 0))
Lemma [£.9 to wq, we see that

p

(4.94) p " 2/ Zg (wj, ") < C > R*
By(0) §

Bp(0\B,/4(0) 5=

O(w;/R)|*
OR
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where C' = C(n,m,q, M) € (0,00). Thus by (£93) and (£94),
p 2 p
(4.95) / S g2 M‘ <y / R
B,,4(0) j=1 OR Bp(0)\B,,4(0) j=1

for all p € [¢1,1/2] and some constant Cy = Cy(n,m,q, M) € (0,00). By adding Cj times the
left-hand side of (Z95]) to both sides of (£95]),

(4.96) /,,/4 232 n wJ/R / ZR2 n

for all p € [V1,1/2], where v = Cp/(1 + Cp) € (0,1). Notlng that the assertion of the lemma
easily follows if 97 > /32, we may assume that ¢ < 1¥2/32 and iteratively apply (4.96) with
p=2"2719, for i = 1,2,...,N — 1, where N is the positive integer such that 272V =399, < ¥; <

272N=19, to obtain
p 191 p
(4.97) / R*™™ <C ( > / R
By, (0) ; U2/ JBy,s0) ;

where = —log~y/log 16 and C = C'(n,m,q, M). By combining ([£93]) with p = /2, (£94) with
p = V1, and ([@I7), we obtain (£L92)). O

Theorem 4.12. Let p € {2 g a=(q1,92,--.,qp) €My, M > 1 and w € B, q(M). There
exists unique ¢ (1/)1, . ,¢p) € £, q such that

4.98 —n 2/ g , <C 2;1/ 2
( ) B(0) ° Z (w; TJZ)] p . Z lw;®,

1/2(0

d(w;/R)[*
OR

w]/R)

Ow;/R)|*
OR

d(w;/R) [*
OR

for all p € (0,1/8], where p € (0,1) and C € (0,00) depend only on n, m, q and M. Additionally,
(i) we have that

(4.99) /B ) wa

for some constant C = C(n,m,q) € (O, 00), and
(ii) there are ¥ = (Y1,...,10p) € £, 4, constant (m x 2) matrices Ay,..., A, and two linear
functions Ly : R"™2 5 R™, Ly : R" 2 — R? with

P
(4.100) DA+ I Lall + [ Lol < €
j=1
for some C = C(n,m,q) such that w € B, q(M, Ay,..., A,) and 1; € Enq(Al, .., Ap) with
bj(a,y) = S0 [Wjk(x) + Li(y) + AjLa(y)] for (z,y) € R* x R"2.

Proof. Fork=1,2,..., let % = ¢(87k) be an element in Ep q such that fB Z? 1 G(wy, 1/)]“)2
2inf 5 fBg_k(o) Py G(wj,¢})?. Applying Lemma BT with ¥, = 1/2 791 e {8~ (k+1) g=k}.
and using the triangle inequality and homogeneity of 1, we see that fB1 © j:1 g(¢§f+1’ ¢§€)
C8 2k fBl/g(o) Z§:1|wj|2 where C' = C(n,m,q) € (0,00) and p = p(n,m,q) € (0,1). This
implies that for each 7 = 1,2,...,p, (¢f) is a sequence of A, (R™)-valued linear functions on

B;1(0) which is Cauchy with respect to the uniform metric, and hence there is 1; = (1;1, e ,{Ep) €
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Ep,q such that % — {/; as k — oo uniformly on Bj(0). It can now be readily checked that
(8"“)‘"‘2 fBS,k(O) 25:1 g(wj,~1,l)j)2 < C8 2Zkp fB1/2(0) Z§:1 |wj|2 for all k = 1,2,..., and hence
that p~"~2 fBP(O) Z?Zl G(wj,¥j)* < Crp?M fBl/2(0) Z§:1 lw;|? for all p € (0,1/8], where C; =
Ci(n,m,q) € (0,00) and pu; = pi(n,m,q) € (0,1). Uniqueness of ¢ is clear from this es-
timate. Taking p = 8! in the estimate and using the triangle inequality and the fact that
' Jp, 50 lwsl* < 1 imply that [p, ) 335 [d* < O, where O = C(n,m,q). To see that
conclusion (ii) holds, we may assume that ¢» # 0 whence by (£98)), 0 < ¢ = fBl(O) z?:l ;]2 =
P ) g W51 < 20p% 4207772 [ ) 305 wyl? and hence p=" 2 [ ) ST0 Jwyl® >
c/2 for all sufficiently small p > 0. We also have, again by (£.98) and the triangle inequality that
p "2 fB,,(O) Z§:1 lw;? < 2Cp* fB1/2(0) 25:1 lwj|? + C < 2C + C. Hence if py is a sequence WEh
pe — 0%, then after passing to a subsequence ¢, = p, "2 fBPz(O) Py lwi*> = ¢ € [¢/2,2C + C).
Now note that w € B, (M, A;,...,Ap) for some m x 2 matrices Ay,..., Ay, so by Remark 4]
we have that w(®) = Hw(pg(-))HZQI(Bl(O))w(pg(-)) € B,q(CM,A,..., Ap) for each £ and some fixed

C = C(n,m, q), and hence by a diagonal sequence argument, there exists w € B, q(CM, Ay,..., Ap)
such that w® — w locally in L2. Taking p = p; in (#98), dividing both sides by ¢, and letting

{ — oo, we deduce that v = ,/c,w. In particular, w is a homogeneous degree 1 element of
By q(CM,Aq,...,Ap). Conclusion (ii), and in particular the estimate (ZI00]), follows from Theo-
rem (8] since ¢, < 2C + C (with C, C depending only on n, m and q). O

4.5. Decay of fine excess of area minimizing currents. We start with the following prelimi-
nary excess decay result.

Lemma 4.13. Let q be an integer such that ¢ > 2, 6 € (0,1/4) and M € [1,00). There exist
numbers B = B(n,m,q, M,0) € (0,1/2), 7 = 7(n,m,q, M,0) € (0,1/2) and 6 = 6(n,m,q, M,0) €
(0,1/2) such that the following holds true: if C € Cy)p for some p € {2,...,q} and T is an n-
dimensional locally area minimizing rectifiable current in B1(0) such that

OT.B1(0) =0, w,|T|(B1(0)) <q+1/2, ©(T,0)>gq,

Hypothesis (%x) (of Section[31]) and Hypothesis (1) (of Section [34)) hold with 3, 7j in place of Bo,
no respectively, then either

(A) B5(0,2) N{Z : ©(T,Z) > q} =0 for some point (0,z) € {0} x R"2 N By 5(0) or,
(B) there exist an orthogonal rotation T' of R"*™ and a cone C' with C' € C,, for some
p €1{2,...,q} such that, writing

E%:/ dist?(X, Py) d|T||(X) and E%:/ dist? (X, spt C) d||T|(X),
B1(0) B1(0)
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the following hold:

(a) le;—T(e)| <REp for i=1,...,m and |emtj —'(emsj)| < RE?IET
for j=1,...,n;

(b) disty (spt C' N By,spt CNBy) < CoEr;

(c) 672 / dist? (X, spt T) d||[T4 C'||(X)
I(By,2\{r(X)<6/16})

+ 42 / dist® (X, spt Ty C') d||T||(X) < 76**EF;
By

1/2
(d) (9—”—2 / dist? (X, P)d|T';! TH(X)> > C disty (spt CN By, PNBy) — CoEr
By

for any n-dimensional plane P C R"™™ containing {0} x R"~2;

Here the constant Cy € (0,00) depends only on n and m, and the constants ®,7,Cg, Ca € (0,00)
and i € (0,1) each depends only on n, m and q.

Proof. Fix ¢ > 2,6 € (0,1/2) and M € [1,00). For k =1,2,..., let ng, Bk, 0r € (0,1) be such that
ne — 0, By = 0, 0 — 0 as k — oo; T be a locally area minimizing n-dimensional rectifiable
current in B1(0); Cy € Cpq where p € {2,...,¢} and q = (¢1,...,¢p) € M, are independent of
k, such that conditions (1)-(8) of Section 1] hold for each k, with ¢; in place of qgk) and with
ex — 07, and also such that conclusion (A) of the present lemma with T} in place of T and &
in place of ¢ fails and hence condition (@) holds for each k. To prove the lemma, it suffices to
show that for each k, there are an orthogonal rotation I'y of R"™ and a cone C) € Cp o for
some p’ € {2,...,¢} and some q' € M,y, such that after passing to an appropriate subsequences of
(k), conclusion (B) holds with T}, Ci, C}, I'y in place of T, C, C', T respectively, and with fixed
constants &, 7, Cg, Cs € (0,00) and u € (0,1) depending only on n, m and ¢ and a fixed constant
C1 € (0,00) depending only on n, m.

By the definition of C, ¢, we have that
~ p®)
Cr=)_¢lP"]
j=1

where for each k, Pj(k) = {Agk)x,x,y) : (x,y) € R2 x R"2} for j € {1,2,...,p} and for some
constant m x 2 distinct matrices Agk), Agk), e ,AI(,k). Choosing an appropriate sequence of numbers

7 with 7, — 0%, we obtain a fine blow-up w € B, (M) of (Tj) relative to (Cy) as described in
Section 1l By Theorem EI] there is 1 = (U1, ¥o, . .. ,{/;p) € Ep,q, with {/;j(m, y) = >0 [Wj.e(x) +
Li(y) + AjLa(y)] for (z,y) € R2 x R"2 and j € {1,2,...,p}, where ¢ = (¢1,%2,...,1) € £pq,
Ly : R"2 5 R™ and Ly : R"2 — R? are (single-valued) linear functions and Ay, As, ..., A, are
constant m x 2 matrices, such that (€98)), (£.99) and (@I00) hold for some constants C, C' € (0, o)
and p € (0,1) depending only on n, m and q. Set

T, = PsMh +Ey My /By,

where

Egzﬁ%k:/

dist®(X, Py) d||Tx | (X), Ej =FEF, :/ dist? (X, spt Cp) d||Tx||(X),
B1(0)

B1(0)
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0 0 I 0 0 0
Ml = 0 0 0 and M2 = 0 0 —L2 s
LT 0 o0 0o LY o

representing L; as an m x (n — 2) matrix and Ly as a 2 X (n — 2) matrix. Set
P4
, —
=22 17
Jj=1/=1

where P(k = {( . x—i—Ekw]g( z),2,y) ¢ (2,9) € R2xR" 2}, In view of the bounds (£.99), (£100),
it readlly follows that conclusions (B)(a) and B(b) hold with I'y in place of ', T}, in place of T', Cy,
in place of C and Cj, in place of C', and for some constants & = &(n,m, q), Co = Co(n,m,q). Tt
follows from assertions (B), (C) of Section 1] and the decay estimate (A.98]) that for sufficiently
large k, conclusion (c) holds with Ty, Cj, I'y in place of T', C, " and with appropriate constants 7,
w depending only on n, m, ¢. Finally, arguing exactly as in [Wicl4l p. 941] (giving estimate (13.14)
therein), utilising again assertion (C) of Section ], we see that conclusion (d) holds with T}, Cy,
I'y in place of T, C, ', and with appropriate constants C; = C1(n,m) and Co = Ca(n,m,q). O

For our purposes in the next section, where we establish for an area minimizing current 7', H" 2
a.e. uniqueness of tangent cones and countable (n—2) rectifiability of the set of all singularities where
T does not rapidly decay to a plane, we need a version of Theorem T3] in which Hypothesis (xx)
is relaxed to the following weaker assumption: the fine excess of T relative to a cone C € ngch,p
is significantly smaller than the coarse excess of T relative to any plane P, i.e. the condition
Q(T,C,B1(0)) < Binfpec,, E(T,P,B1(0)) for a fixed, appropriately small constant 3. Relaxing
Hypothesis (%*) in this manner can readily be achieved by employing Theorem [L.13]itself, provided
we are content to require that conclusion (c) (the improvement of the fine excess) and conclusion (d)
of Theorem T3 hold at one of a fixed number of (in fact ¢ — 1) smaller scales 61, 6>, ...,0,_1. For
the purpose of deducing a uniform decay estimate for T' by iteratively applying the lemma (as we
do in the next section), allowing a fixed number of scales to choose from at each step of the iteration
is just as good as single scale improvement at each stage.

Lemma 4.14. Let q be an integer such that ¢ > 2, M € [1,00) and let 01,05,...,04_1 € (0,1/4)
be distinct numbers. There exist numbers

n= n(namaQaMyal,"' ,aqfl) € (0,1/2), /8 = /B(namaQaMyala--- aeqfl) S (Oa 1/2)

and 6 = 6(n,m,q,M,01,...,04-1) € (0,1/2) such that the following holds true: let C € ngz Cyp
and let T be an n-dimensional locally area minimizing rectifiable current in By (0) with

AT .B1(0) = 0,w, H|T|(B1(0)) < ¢ +1/2 and O(T,0) > q.
Suppose that the following two conditions hold:
(i) Hypothesis (T) holds with n in place of ng, i.e. we have that

E(T,Py,B1(0)) <n and E(T,Py,B1(0)) <M inf E(T,P,B;(0));
PeCyn

(i1)
Q(T’ Ca BI(O)) < 5E(T, PO, BI(O))
Then either

(A) Bs(0,2) N{Z : ©(T,Z) > q} =0 for some point (0,z) € {0} x RN By5(0) or,
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(B) there exist an orthogonal rotation T' of R"™™ and a cone C' € Ug:2 Cqp such that, writing
Er = E(T,Py,B1(0)), the following hold:
(a) le; —T'(e)] <k Q(T,C,B1(0)) for i=1,...,m and
lemtj — D(ems)| < K ELPQ(T, C,B1(0)) forj=1,...,n;
(b) disty (spt C' N By,spt CNBy) < Co Q(T, C,B1(0));
and for some j € {1,2,...,q — 1},

© 6"

: dist® (X, spt T) d||T4 C'[|(X)

/F(Bej /2\{r(X)<6;/16})

e . 2
+0;,77° /BH dist? (X, spt 'y C') d|| T||(X) < v;67" Q*(T, C,B1(0));
J

1/2
(d) <9j"2 /B distZ(X,P)dHF#lTH(X))

> Chdisty (sptCN B, PNBp) — Co Q(T, C, Bl(O))

for any n-dimensional plane P C R"™™ containing {0} x R"~2,

Here = p(n,m,q) € (0,1); C1 = Cy1(n,m) € (0,00); the constants k,Cy, Co € (0,00) depend only
onn and m in case ¢ = 2 and only onn, m, q and 01,6, ...,04_2 in case ¢ > 3; v1 = vi1(n,m,q) €
(0,00) and, in case ¢ > 3, vj = vj(n,m,q,01,...,0;_1) € (0,00) for each j = 2,...,q—1. (In
particular, for ¢ > 3, v; is independent of 0;,0541,...,04—1 for each j =2,...,q—1.)

Proof. We assert the following slightly more refined version of the lemma:

Claim: Let p € {2,...,q} and let 01,02,...,0,_1 € (0,1/4). There exist
n® =n® (n,m,q, M,01,...,0, 1) € (0,1/2), B8P =3P (n,m,q, M,01,...,0, 1) € (0,1/2) and

5P = 5@ (n,m,q, M,61,...,0, 1) € (0,1/2)

such that if C, T with C € U£/=2 Cqp satisfy the hypotheses of the lemma with n®, gP) in
place of n, B, then conclusion (A) or conclusion (B) of the lemma holds, with the following
choices: in conclusion (A), 6®) s taken in place of &; in conclusion (B), the cone C' € ugzch,p;

in conclusions (B)(a), (B)(b), constants xP), C’ép) are taken in place of k, Cy and in conclu-
sions (B)(c), (B)(d), the index j is such that j € {1,...,p — 1}, the constants p, Cy are such

that p = p(n,m,q) € (0,1), C1 = Ci(n,m) € (0,00) and constants I/](»p), Cép) € (0,00) are taken

in place of vj, Ca, where: n(p),Cép),Cép) depend only on n, m and q in case p = 2 and only on
n, m, ¢ and 61,62,...,0,_2 in case 3 < p < q; v1 = vi(n,m,q) € (0,00) and, in case ¢ > 3,
(p) (p)

v =v; (n,m,q,01,...,0;_1) for each j=2,3,...,p—1.

It is clear that the lemma as stated follows from the claim, by simply setting n = min{n(p) p=
2,...,q¢}, B=min{BP :p=2,...,¢}, s =min{6® : p=2,...,¢}, k = max{k® :p=2,... ¢},
Co :max{Cép) p=2,...,q}, Cy :max{CQ(p) :p=2,...,q} and, for¢ >3 and j € {2,...,¢— 1},

yj:max{uj(p) p=2,...,q}.

To see the claim, we argue by induction on p (keeping ¢ > 2 fixed). First set u = pu(n,m, q) to be
the constant as in Lemma [£.13] and also set C1 = C1(n,m) and v, = U(n,m, q) where C'1, U are as
in LemmalZI3l If p = 2, the claim follows directly from Lemma[£.13taken with 8 = 6, provided we
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take 6(2) = S(TL, m,q, M, 91), 77(2) = _(’I’L, m,dq, Ma 91) and /8(2) = B(TL, m,dq, Ma 91), K(Q) = E(’I’L, m, q)a
CéZ) = Co(n,m,q), 052) = Cy(n,m,q) where 8, 7, 3, &, Co, C3 are as in Lemma T3l

Let p; € {3,...,¢} and assume (the induction hypothesis) that the claim holds with p; — 1 in
place of p. We wish to show that the claim holds with p = py, so let 61,62,...,0,, 1 € (0,1/4). By
applying the induction hypothesis (with 6,...,60,, 1 in place of 01, ...,60,,_2), we obtain constants
n(pl_l) = n(pl_l)(na m,q, M, 925 o aeplfl), 5(])1_1) = 5(]71—1)(”, m,dq, Ma 92, e ’aplfl)’ 5(p1—1) =
5(]71—1)(”, m,dq, Ma 925 o ,9p171)a H = :U‘(na m, Q), Cl = Cl(’I’L, m)a ’{(pl_l) = K(pl_l)(n’ m,q, 925 e 59p172)a
C’éprl) = C’épl*l)(n, m,q,02,...,0p,_2), Céprl) = C’Q(prl)(n, m,q,02,...,0,_2) and V]('prl) =
V(.pl_l)(n,m, ¢,02,...,0;) for j = 2,3,...,p1 — 2 so that the claim is true with p = p; — 1 and
with 6o,...,6, 1 in place of 01,...,0,,_2. We assert that the claim is true with p = p; and with
constants

2 = minfy® =, 7n, m, g, M,62)}, B = - (Bln,m, g, M, 61)) 50,

51 — min{é(prl),g(n,m,q,M, 01)},

(-1 | ~
Fmmg) b, 07 =max 0+ 20T G mag b,
5(n7m7q7M791)

2/1(171*1)
B(n7 m,q, Ma 91)

kP — max {

(p1—1) ral
2—(02 * CIC) ??2(”’ m, Q) and
5(n7m7q7 Ma 91)

Cépl) = max {016 +

4P
V;pl):max{_2 J ,?(n,m,q)} for j=1,2,...,p1 — 1,
/8 (namaan701)

where 7,3, 6, R, Cy, Co and 7 are as in Lemma EI3] taken with # = 6y, and C = C(n,q) is
to be specified momentarily. To see this, let C € Ui /_1Cqp and suppose that C, T" are such
that T' is an n-dimensional locally area minimizing rectifiable current in B1(0), 07T B;(0) = 0,
wy ITN(B1(0) < g +1/2, B(T, Py, B1(0)) < ®V), E(T,Po, B1(0)) < M infpec,, E(T,P,B1(0))
and

Q(T,C, B, (0)) < 8PV E(T, Py, B1(0)).

IfCe Ug};ll Cq,p» then the conclusions of the claim are immediate by the induction hypothesis, so
assume that C € C;,,. In this case, if additionally we have Hypothesis (xx) i.e. that

Q(TaCaBl(O)) < B(n,m,q,M, 91) inf Q(Ta C/,Bl(O)),
C’euﬁ}:—llcqyp/

then we can apply Lemma [A.I3] (with 6 = 6;) to see that the conclusions of the claim hold again.
If on the other hand

(4.101) Q(T,C,B1(0)) > B(n,m,q, M, 0;) inf Q(T,C',B41(0)),
C’euﬁ}:—llcqyp/

then arguing as in Remark 3.8 we can find p € {1,...,p; — 1} and a cone C € C, 5 such that
(4.102) Q(T,C,B1(0)) < 277 Y(B(n,m,q, M,0;))*4 inf Q(T,C',B1(0))

and either p =1 or

(4103) D > 2 and Q(T767B1(0)) < B(namaan7 91) inf Q(Ta C/7B1(0))
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Note that then we must have
Q(T,C,B4(0)) < P~V E(T, Py, B1(0)),
for otherwise, by (LI0I)) and (£I02]), we would have
BP=VE(T, Py, B1(0)) < Q(T,C,B1(0))
< 2771(B(n,m,q,61))'1Q(T, C,B1(0))
< 2071 (B(n, m, ¢, M, 01)) 4 B%D B(T, Po, B1(0)),

which is impossible in view of the definition of 3P*). Thus we can apply the induction hypothesis
again to deduce first that the conclusions of the claim hold (for some cone C’' € UZZQCW,) with C
in place of C and with the constants n®1—b  gE1=1 §r1-1) pp1-1) Co(pl_l), C’z(pl_l), V](»pl_l) in

place of n®, g®) §®) k@) Co(p ), Cép ), uj(-p ); consequently, in view of ([@I0T]) and (£I02), together
with the fact that

(4.104) disty; (spt C N B1(0),spt C N B1(0)) < C(Q(T,C,B1(0)) + Q(T, C,B1(0)))
where C = C(n,q) (which we shall justify momentarily), the claim also holds with p = p;, and
with the same cone C’ and with the choice of constants 1), gy §@1)  P1) Co(pl), C’z(pl), uj(-pl)
as defined above (taking C' in the definitions of C’ép 1), C’ép ") to be the constant in (4104).

To see @IMM), write C = S0, ¢;[P;] for P, = {# = A;z}. Note that in view of @I03),
the current T has a “graphical representation relative to C” in the sense of Theorem B.11l In

particular, using the notation of Theorem .11} there is a good set K and Lipschitz approximation
u; : Byjp(0) N {r > 1/8} — Ay, (R™) (1 <i <p) relative to C. Hence by Theorem B.IT|(b),

/ dist?(X, spt C) d||C[|(X)
By /2(0)N{r>1/8}

§2/ dist?(X,spt T') d||C||(X)
By ,2(0)n{r>1/8}

+C sup dist?(X, spt C)
Xespt TNB3/4(0)N{r>1/16}

§2/ dist*(X,spt T) d||C||(X) + CE*(T, C,B1(0))
By /2(0)n{r>1/8}

<2Q*(T, C,B,1(0)) + CQ*(T, C,B1(0))
and by Theorem B.1T|(c),

/ dist?(X, spt C) d|[C/|(X)
By 5(0)N{r>1/8}

P g
§2/ dist?((A; & + u o(2,y), 7, y),spt C) dL™ (x,y)
By/2(0)n{r>1/8} ; ;

Iz
+C sup |u; |2
; B1/2(0)n{r>1/8}

gz/ dist(X, spt C) d||T||(X) + CEX(T, C, B, (0)
B1(0)

<2Q*(T, C,B1(0)) + CQ*(T,C,B1(0)),
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where C' = C(n,m,q) € (0,00) are constants. Since the cones C, C are made up of planes, the
Hausdorff distance bound as in (£I04]) immediately follows.

This completes the inductive proof of the claim. The claim readily implies the lemma as already
indicated. O

Lemma [£.14] is the main excess decay result that handles the “degenerate” case, i.e. the case
when the current T is close to a plane (and much closer to a cone C € Ug:2Cq,p). We also have the
following version of excess decay that is applicable to the non-degenerate case, i.e. when T lies far
from any plane.

Lemma 4.15. Let g be an integer such that ¢ > 2, n € (0,1), and let 61,05,...,0,—1 € (0,1/4)
be distinct numbers. There exist numbers 1 = Bi(n,m,q,n,01,...,0,-1) € (0,1/2), and 6, =
d1(n,m,q,n,61,...,04-1) € (0,1/2) such that the following holds true: if C € Ug:2 Coqp, T is an
n-dimensional locally area minimizing rectifiable current in B1(0) with

0T .B1(0) =0, w, |T|(B1(0)) <q+1/2 and O(T,0) > q,
and if
(i) Hypothesis (T1) holds with n in place of ng, i.e.

inf E(T,P,B1(0)) >n, and
pith (T, 1(0)) >, an

(ii)
Q(T7 C7 Bl(O)) < /817
then either
(A) Bs,(0,2) N{Z : ©(T,Z) > q} =0 for some point (0,z) € {0} x RN By2(0) or,

(B) there exist an orthogonal rotation T of R™™™ and a cone C' € Ug:2 Cqp such that, the
following hold:

(a) [I-T]<r1Q(T,C,By(0));
(b) disty (spt C' N By,spt C N By) < €Y Q(T, C, B (0));
and for some j € {1,2,...,q — 1},

© 6"

; dist® (X, spt T') d[| T4 C'||(X)

/F(Bej /2\{r(X)<6;/16})

+ 072 /B dist? (X, spt T C) d|T[[(X) < {07 Q¥(T, C, B1(0)).
05

Here iy = p(n,m,q,n) € (0,1); the constants k1, Co(l) € (0,00) depend only on n, m and n in case
(1)

q =2 and only onn, m, q, n and 61,60, ...,0,_2 in case ¢ > 3; vy’ = vi(n,m,q,n) € (0,00) and,
in case q > 3, 1/](»1) = V](»l)(n,m, q,n,01,...,0;_1) foreach j =2,...,q—1. (In particular, for ¢ > 3,

yj(-l) is independent of 0;,6;11,...,0q—1 for each j =2,...,q—1.)

Proof. Tt is clear that given any n € (0,1), there is a fixed cone Cy = Cy(n) € nggcq,p with
©(Cy, 0) = g such that the following holds: for any € € (0, 1), we can choose 51 = f1(n,m,q,n,€) €
(0,1) such that if 7', C satisfy the hypotheses of the lemma then disty (spt C N By(0),spt Cy N
B1(0)) < e. To prove Lemma [L.I5] repeat the entire argument leading to Lemma [£.14] with obvious
(minor) modifications; in particular, we utilise in places where that argument depended on results
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of Section [B.4] the corresponding results from Section 3.5} moreover, we use Cy (in place of Py) as
the parameter space for the blow-ups analysis corresponding to the blow-up analysis of Section 4]
for sequences of currents T subject to the hypotheses of the present lemma with T} in place of T',
and with Q(T}, Ck,B1(0)) — 0 for a sequence of cones Cy, € Ug:2cq7p with Cj, — Cy.

More specifically, the argument involves incorporating the following changes:

(i) We replace Theorem [B.IT] (graphical representation), Corollary (Hardt-Simon inequal-
ity), and Corollary 31§ (excess non-concentration) with Theorem [B.4], Corollary B.I9 and

Corollary [3.23]
(ii) We replace TheoremB.I3lwith Theorem[B3.20l In particular, we use coordinates X = (z,y) €
R™*2 x R"~2 and in place of (@) we get that Z = (¢, () with

€| < CE.
In place of ([@IT]) we get
|ui(z,y) — 7Tl(k)5|2
/B»«/(O)m{T>T]€} ‘(wvy) (5 C)‘n+2 7

In place of 28], we get that there exists A : B %(0) — R™2 with SUP g2 () Al < C
1/4

< CE2

1/4
and
Lo A 2o caion
: d||Col[(X
B,(0,:) = X —(0,2)["F27e
P
<Cp e [ S un(X) - rho AP dIColl(X),
0(0,2) =1 ¢
where P( ) are the planes making up the reference cone Cy.

(iii) The blow-up class £ should now be defined as the set of z,Z)J(x y) = i [wie(x) +
7TP(0) (L(y),0)], where L : R*~2 — R™*2 is a linear function.

(iv) LemmalEH changes in a corresponding way given item (iii), with the rotation given by e®*M
where
0 L
-] o]

Hence ]Bj(lz) is parameterized by

M ((z, ’y) +Ek¢] o(x))
= (@) + 1w ™M (2,y) + Expjo(x) + OByl (2, 9)))

(

(=, y") +
~ () + EM po (LY, 0) + Etpje(2') + OB (lsell + I1LI*) [, )1)

(@', y)

=(@',y) + Extje(a’) + O(EZ(|¢sell + ILIP) | (. )

where (2/,y) = T (k)€ x,y). A similar rotation is used in the proof of Theorem [£.8 and

Lemma [47 This rotation gives us conclusion (B)(a) of the present lemma.

g
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5. H"2 A.E. UNIQUENESS OF TANGENT CONES AND (n — 2)-RECTIFIABILITY OF THE SET OF
SINGULARITIES WHERE RAPID DECAY TO A PLANE FAILS

Theorem 5.1. Let q be an integer > 2. There exist By, v« € (0,1) depending only on n, m and q
such that the following holds: if C € UZZQCq,p and if T is an n-dimensional locally area minimizing
rectifiable current in B1(0) with 9 TLB1(0) = 0 such that w,'||T||(B1(0)) < ¢+ 1/2, O(T,0) > q
and

PcCyn
then
{(Z €By(0) : O(T, Z) > q} =X UT
where ¥ C L with L a properly embedded (n — 2)-dimensional C***-submanifold of By /2(0) with

H (L) < 2wp_2 (%)ni2 and T' C |32, B, (Y;) for a countable family of balls {B,(Y;)} with
pj < 1/2 and 3732, ,0?_2 <1 — . Here py = pi(n,m,q) € (0,1). Moreover, for each Z € 3, the

current T at Z has a unique tangent cone Cz € ngz Cq,p and the estimate

(5.1) p / dist?(X, Z + spt Cz) d||T|| < Cp**Q*(T, C,B1(0))
By(2)

holds for all p € (0,1/4] and some constant C = C(n,m,q) € (0,00).

Proof. Write
singy T'= {Z € By/5(0) : ©(T,2) > q}.
Note first that for any given 8 € (0,1), € € (0,1), we can choose 3, = 3, (n,m,q, 3,¢) € (0,1) such

that if C, T satisfy the hypotheses of the lemma with §, in place of 8, then for any Z € sing; T,
we have that

(5.2) dist (Z,spine C) < ¢,

(5.3) Q(nz,1/24 T, C,B1(0)) < B inf 1 Enz1/24T,P,B1(0)) and
q,

(5.4) W 12,1724 Tl (B1(0)) < g +1/2.

To check this, we argue by contradiction. If the claim is false, there are sequences Cy, € nglcq,p
and T}, such that the hypotheses of the lemma hold with Cy, T}, k! in place of C, T, B, and so
in particular

(5:5) Q(Ti, Cp, B1(0)) < k™ inf ~B(Ty, P, B (0)),
q,1

and yet for each k and some Z; € singj T}, either

(5.6) dist (Zg, spine Cy) > ¢ or

(5.7) Q(z,1/24 Tk, Ci, B1(0)) > ﬁpie%f 1 E(mz,1724 Tk, P,B1(0)) or
q,
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(5:8) Wy nzy1 /24 Tel(B1(0) > g +1/2.
It follows from (5.5]) that for each k > 2,
(5.9) inf disty (spt Cr N B1(0),spt PN B1(0)) > ¢_inf E(Ty,P,B1(0))
PECq,l Pecq,l

where ¢ = ¢(n, q) > 0. Choose a plane Py, € C; 1 so that E(Ty, Py, B1(0)) = infpec,, E(Tk,P,B1(0)).
By passing to a subsequence of (k), we obtain Z € By 5(0) with Z, — Z,Q € ;1 and C € Up=1Cap
such that, after possibly changing multiplicities and orientations of planes constituting Cy, we have
that Py — Q, Cr — C as currents, and by the Federer—Fleming compactness theorem, (5.5) and
the fact that © (T}, 0) > g, also T, — C as currents, so in particular C is locally area minimizing,.

Consider the cases:

(i) liminfy_,o infpec, , E(Tk,P,B1(0)) >0, or
(ii) liminfy_,o infpec,, E (T}, P,B1(0)) = 0.

If case (i) occurs, then by (5.9) we see that C € Ul_,Cq, (so C is not a plane), and by upper
semi-continuity of density, that Z € spine C. Thus ny, ;24 Tk — 17,124 C = C, which, together
with mass convergence, leads to a contradiction by letting k& — oo in (5.6), (5.17) or (5.8]), whichever
hold for infinitely many k.

If case (ii) occurs, assume without loss of generality (by rotating) that Py, = Py = ¢[R"™ x{0}] for
each k, and let w € W1H2(B7(0); A,(R™)) be a (coarse) blow-up of a subsequence of (T}) relative to
Py (produced using Theorem 2.9] as described in [KrumWic-al, Section 5]). Let px € {2,...,q} be
such that Cy, € Cyp,. Let 7 € (0,1/16) and v € (3/4,1) be arbitrary, and let 8y = Bo(n,m,q,v,7) €
(0,1) be as in Theorem BITl In view of (B.0)), for each k we can find a cone Cj, such that C}, € Cy s,
for some s, € {2,...,pr},

(5.10) Q(Ty, Cp,,B1(0)) < By inf  Q(Tk, C',B1(0))

S
C'U,Z, Cop

and Q(Ti, C}, B1(0)) < By "2 Q(Ty, Cr, Bo(0)). Writing Ej, = E(Ty, Py, B1(0)), by (B3 again,
we then have that

(5.11) Q(T}, G}, B1(0) < B, k1B,
which in particular implies that
(5.12) disty, (spt C}, N (B1(0) x R™), spt P N (B1(0) x R™)) > ¢ B},

for any P € C,,1, where ¢ = ¢(n,q) > 0. The condition (5.I0) allows us to apply Theorem B.11]
whence, in view of (B.I1]) and the fact that the blow-up w is locally Dirichlet energy minimizing,
we see that graphw = spt C,, N (B1(0) x R™) for some cone C,, € Ul_,Cyp. (In particular, the
possibility that graph w consists of distinct planes intersecting along an (n—1)-dimensional subspace
is ruled out by the energy minimizing property of w, and we have that spine (C,,) = {0} x R"2,
although these facts are not needed for the rest of the argument). Moreover, given any linear
function L : R™ — R™, we can take P = g[graph (E},L)] in (5.1Z), divide both sides by Ej and
pass to the limit as k — oo to see that disty (spt (C,,) NB1(0), graph LNB1(0)) > ¢ whence spt C,,
is not a single plane, so that C,, € C,, for some p > 2. Also, by [KrumWic-al Lemma 5.2], we
have that w, = 0 (where w,(x) is the average of the ¢ values of w(x)). On the other hand, since
O(Tk, Zx) > q, writing Zp = (X, &k, G) With xp € R™ and (&,() € R?2 x R"2) we see using
[KrumWic-a, Theorem 5.3] that there is a point ¢ € spine (C,,) such that passing to a subsequence
without changing notation, (E;1Xk,§k,§k) — (we(0,¢),0,¢) = (0,0,¢). In particular, this means



104 BRIAN KRUMMEL & NESHAN WICKRAMASEKERA

that dist (Zg,spine Cx) — 0, so (5.6) must fail for sufficiently large k. It is also clear by mass

convergence that (5.8]) must fail for sufficiently large k. So we must have (5.7) for infinitely many
k.

Now, in view of (5.I0]), we can argue exactly as for (£.104]) to to see that
(5.13) dist (spt C4,NB1(0),spt CxNB1(0)) < C(Q(T}, C, B1(0))+Q(Tk, Ck, B1(0))) < Ck ' E.
This implies that disty, (spt Cx N B1(0), Py N By (0)) < CE}, and hence
dist?, (sptnz, 14 Cx N BTT(0),spt Cx N B1(0)) < O(|xi]* + Eﬁ\g;ﬁ)
Therefore

1

—n—2
[t ot Codingaps Tl = (5) [ s (62 secoalm
B1(0) B /2(Zk)

<C (/ dist? (X, spt C) d||Ti|| + (Ixx|* + E}?\&e\?)) -
B1(0)
Similarly,
/ dist? (X, 5pt 17, 1724 Th) dl|Cy
By /2(0\{r(X)<1/16}
1 —n—2 )
= <§> / dlSt2 (X,SptTk) d”nZk,l# Ck”
By 2(Zp)\{r(X—2Zx)<1/32}

1 —n—2 ) ~
<(3) | dist? (X, pt 7o) d|C | + Chal? + Bl )
By /2(0)\{r(X)<1/64}

<C o dist? (X, spt Cy) d||Crl + C(|x|* + EZ|&]?) +
1(0

C distd, (spt G} 1 (By(0) \ {r(X) < 1/64}),5t T (1 (By2(0) \ {r(X) < 1/64})
< O (dist, (spt C} 11 B (0),5p8 Cy (1 By (0)) + (il + BEI&?) + QU7 O B (0))
where C' = C(n,m, q), and where in the last inequality we have used Theorem [BIT] (specifically,

estimate (??) taken with T}, in place of T and C} in place of C). Combining the above estimates
with Theorem B.I3|(a) we see, in view of (B.I1]), that

A

EQnz, 124 T, Cr, B1(0) = 0
as k — oo. Hence by (&),

(5.14) E;' inf E(ng 104 Te. P,B1(0) = 0

1
PeCyn

as k — oo. Now choosing for each k a plane Qj, € C,,1 such that

Enz, 1724 T, Qi B1(0)) = Pie%£1 Enz,.1/24 Tk, P, B1(0)),

we see that disty (spt Qi N B1(0), B1(0)) < CE}), where C' = C(n), and hence spt Qi = graph Lj,
where Ly : R® — R™ is a linear function of the form Ly(x,y) = L(z,0) for x € R?, y € R*2,
and there is a linear function L : R® — R™ of the form L(z,y) = L(x,0) for z € R?, y € R*2
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such that, after passing to a subsequence of (k), limg_, o E,; 'L, = L. By direct calculation, it is
then not difficult to see that

) . 1 —n—2
in B2 E207000 ToQuBIO) = () [ @l
koo B1/2(0.0)

so by (5.14), we must have that w = ¢[L] in B;/5(0,¢). But this is impossible since as we have
shown above, graphw = spt C,, N (B1(0) x R™) with C,, € C,, for some p > 2. Thus the claim is
established that there is 3, = B,(n,m, q, 3,¢) so that if T, C satisfy the hypotheses of the theorem

with 3, in place of 8, then (5.2)) (5.3) and (5.4) hold.

To complete the proof of the theorem choose scales 61, ...,0,_1 € (0,1/2), depending only on n,
m and g, such that 6; > 80,4y for j =1,...,¢g—2 and VjH?“ <1/2forj=1,...,q — 1, where up =
p(n,m,q) € (0,1), v1 = vi(n,m,q) € (0,00) and v; = vj(n,m,q,61,...,60;-1),2 < j < g—1, are the
constants as in Lemma T4l Let n = n(n,m,q, Mo, 01,...,04-1), B = B(n,m,q, My, 01,...,04_1)
and § = 0(n,m,q, Moy,61,...,604-1) be as in Lemma [LT4] taken with M = My, where M, =
My(n,m,q) € [1,00) is to be determined. Set 5 = A"'min{p, 41} and p, = min{y, 1}, where 3;
and pq = pp are constants to be determined depending only on n, m and ¢ (specified in the last
paragraph of the present proof), and A € [1,00) is a constant to be chosen depending only on n, m
and ¢. Suppose that the hypotheses of the theorem hold with a choice of 5, (to be fixed depending

only on n, m, q) such that 3, € (0, 3,(n,m, q, B, £)), where 3, (-) is as established at the beginning
of the proof and ¢ € (0,1/2) is to be chosen; in particular, we shall require that

(5.15) e <min {6*, A"}

Then by (£.2), (5.3) and (G.4) we have for every Z € singy T' that

(5.16) dist (Z,spine C) < ¢,

(5.17) Qnz1/24T,C,B1(0)) < Bpieféf 1 E(nz1/247T,P,B1(0)) and
q,

(5.18) Wy nz124 TII(B1(0) < g +1/2.

Consider the two cases:

(a) infpec,, E*(T,P,B1(0)) < A~2n* or
(b) infpec,, E*(T,P,B1(0)) > A2,

Suppose (a) holds. Then, since for any P € C;1 and any Z € sing;; T' we have that

E*(nz1/04 T,P,B1(0)) = 2"*2 / dist? (X, Z + spt P) d||T||
B1,2(2)

< gnts / dist? (X, spt P) d||T|| + C?dist?(Z, {0} x R"?)
B1(0)

where C = C(n, q), it follows from (5.15), (5.16) and (a) that
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(519) Pler(ljf ) E(?’]Z71/2# T,P, Bl(O)) < (2(n+3)/2 + 5)[\_17]
q,

In view of (B.IT7), (B.IS) and (BI9), for every Z € sing; T we can apply Lemma [LT4] with
Tz =Az4nz1/24 T in place of T' (and with M = Mo = Mo(n, q) € [1,00) specified below) where
Az is an appropriate rotation of R**™ that fixes {0} x R"~2 and takes a plane Py € Cy,1 attaining
the infimum in (5.I9) to Po. If for some Z € sing; T'N By 4(0) conclusion (A) of Lemma A4l
holds with T in place of T', then singf T' C {Y € R™"™ : dist (Y, {0} x R""?) < 62} N By 2(0) \
Bs/4(0,y) for some y € {0} x R" 2N B, /2(0), from which it is easy to see that the conclusion
of the present theorem holds with ¥ = () and I' = sing; T. So we can assume that for each
Z € singy T, conclusion (B) of Lemma [£14] holds with Tz in place of T'. Set ng) = 6; where
6, j € {1,...,q — 1}, is as in conclusions (B)(c) and (B)(d) of Lemma A.I4] with 77 in place of
T. Arguing as in [MinWic22, Theorem 2.1] (which in turn uses [Wicl4l Lemma 14.1]), applying
Lemma [4.14] iteratively after choosing A = A(n,m, q) sufficiently large, we can now see that there
is a fixed g* = *(n,m,q) € (0,1/2) so that if the hypotheses of the present theorem hold with
this choice of 8%, then for each Z € singy T', either

(i) thereis an integer Kz > 1 together with a (finite) sequence of numbers ng), O'éZ), e ,ng) €

,1), cones ey _ and rotations o or 1 <k < Kz, such that con-
0,1 C?) e ul_,C,, and rotations T\”) of R"™™ for 1 < k < K, such th
clusion (A) of Lemma E.14] holds with 7,
Kz > 2 then for each k € {2,..., Kz},

o7 #(F%ZZ)); Tz in place of T, and moreover, if
zZ

(ia) conclusion (A) of Lemma [.14 fails with 7, () " (I“/l(i)l)%1 Ty in place of T’
k-1

(ib) conclusion (B) of Lemma@.I4 holds with 7, (z) . (Féé)l)%ﬁl Ty in place of T, Féz) in
Tk—1

place of T, Cl(i)l in place of C, CECZ) in place of C’ and with some ngz) e{01,...,0,-1}

in place of §; (in (B)(c) and (B)(d));

. Z z) (z
(ic) 0,(c ) = 9,2 )0,(C )1;
or,

(ii) there are infinite sequences of numbers a,gz) € (0,1), cones CI(CZ) € Ul_yCqp and rotations
I’,(ﬁz) of R"™ k=1,23,..., such that (ia), (ib) and (ic) above hold for each k.

The argument to reach this conclusion proceeds by induction on &k exactly as in the proofs of
IMinWic22| Theorem 2.1], [Wicl4l, Lemma 14.1], assuming by induction the validity, for indices
1,...,k — 1 in place of k, of the statements directly corresponding to [Wicl4, (14.2)—(14.8)], and
applying in the inductive step Lemma (.14 in place of [Wicl4, Lemma 13.3]; in particular, the
constant Mo = My(n,q) € [1,00) is chosen and fixed (cf. [Wicl4l pp. 950-951]) so that, subject to
the above induction hypotheses, we have

E? <77070](€Z_)1#TZ,P0aB1(0)) < My Pier(lig,l E? (7707(,’(62_)1 TZ,P,Bl(O)) :
Now define, for j = 1,2,..., E; = {Z € sing; T N By 4(0) : (i) above holds with Kz = j} and
define I' = Eo, = {Z € sing; T N By/4(0) : (ii) above holds}. By the argument of the proof of
[MinWic22, Theorem 2.1], we then obtain that I' C L for some embedded C'* submanifold L
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of By o with H" (L) < 2wy,_2 (%)n72 (in fact L = graph¢ for some function ¢ : B;L/E2(O) =
{0} x R"2NBy5(0) - R™? with |30|17M;Bf/_22(0) < Cn, C =C(n,m,q) € (0,00)); the argument
moreover gives that for every Z € X, the current T has a unique tangent cone Cyz € ngz Cqp
satisfying the estimate (B.1).

To see the rest of the conclusions of the theorem (still in case (a)), i.e. to see that sing; T'\ ¥ C

U;B,, (Y;) with >, p?72 < 1 —* for some v* = v*(n,m,q) € (0,1), note that sing; T\ ¥ C

<U]O'.;1Ej) U (B1/2(0) \ B1/4(0)) Nsing; T', and that for each Z € Ej, by (i) above, there is a point
Y € Z+ ({0} x RN BU(Z)/2(0) such that
i

(5.20) B (Y) Nsingg T' = 0;

508 /2

moreover, by (ia), (ib) and (ic), we can apply (5.16]) with any point € sing} Mo.0(? 4 Tz in place of
O,

Z and Cy, in place of C for any k € {1,...,j — 1} to see that

(5.21) singf TN B,(Z) C {X : dist (X, Z + {0} x R"") < Cep}

for each Z € E; and each p with J§Z) < p <1, where C = C(n,m,q) € (0,00). We can now reach
the desired conclusion by choosing € € (0,1/2) sufficiently small depending only on n, m, ¢ and
arguing exactly as in the last part of the proof of [Sim93, Theorem 1], with the help of the covering
theorem [Sim93, Theorem 2.7] and with (5.20)), (5:21]) in place of [Sim93), 5.2(13)], [Sim93} 5.2(12)]

respectively.

Finally, to establish the theorem in case (b), choose scales 0%1), .. ,0((11_)1 € (0,1/2), depend-
ing only on n, m and ¢, such that 9§1) > 89](.21 for j = 1,...,q — 2 and 1/](.1)(9](.1))2“1 < 1/2
for j = 1,...,¢ — 1, where 3 = p1(n,m,q,n) € (0,1), V%l) = yg)(n,m,q,n) € (0,00) and
1/](.1) = vj(n,m,q,n,61,...,0;-1), 2 < j < g — 1, are the constants as in Lemma Let
B1 = Bi(n,m,q,n, 951),...,9591), 0 = 61(n,m,q,n, 951),...,9591) be as in Lemma Here

n = n(n,m,q) € (0,1) is chosen and fixed as in case (a) discussed above. The argument for case
(b) then proceeds similarly to case (a) (and is in fact closer to that of [Sim93, Theorem 1}), with
Lemma playing the role of Lemma [£14l The proof of the theorem is thus complete. O

Combining Theorem (. with [KrumWic-al Theorem 1.1], we obtain uniqueness of tangent cones
to n-dimensional area minimizing currents at H" 2 a.e. point, and for any integer ¢ > 2, rectifi-
ability and local finiteness of measure of the set of density ¢ singular points at which the current
does not rapidly decay to a (unique) tangent plane.

Theorem 5.2. Let g be an integer > 2. There exists numbers o = a(n,m,q) € (0,1) and C =
C(n,m,q) € (0,00) such that if T is an n-dimensional locally area minimizing rectifiable current
in an open subset U C R"™ 7 € U and ©(T,Z) = q, then there is a number oz > 0 (depending
on Z) such that either

(a) there is an n-dimensional plane Py, determined uniquely by T and Z, such that the tangent
cone to T at Z is equal to q[Pz] (with orientation induced by T') and

pn2/ dist*(X, Z + Pz) d||T||(X)
B,(2)

2c
<o (L) 52 dist*(X, Z + Pz) d|| T||(X)
BU(Z)

g
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for all p,o with 0 < p <o <ogz, or,
(b) the following hold:
(i) {X : O(T,X) > q} NB,,(Z) is countably (n — 2)-rectifiable with H"~2 ({X :
O(T,X)>q}NB,,(Z)) < o0;
(ii) For H""2 a.e. point Y € {X : O(T,X) > ¢} NB,,(Z), T has a unique tangent cone
Cy € ngch,p (so in particular O(T,Y) = q), and there is a number py > 0 such
that

pn?/ dist*(X,Y +spt Cy) d|| T||(X)
By(Y)

2c
<o (L) o /B o, Y 5t C)dITI(X)

g

for all p,o with 0 < p <o < py.

Proof. Let By = Be(n,m,q) € (0,1) and v, = v(n,m,q) € (0,1) be the constants as in Theorem .11
Let R = R(n,m, q, Bx, Bx) € [2,00), 6 = d(n,m, q, Bx, Bx) € (0,1), n = n(n,m,q,Bx, Bx) € (0,1) and
a = a(n,m,q, By, Bx) € (0,1) be as in [KrumWic-a, Theorem 1.1] taken with e = § = (.. Since
O(T,Z) = q, there is oz > 0 such that the hypotheses of [KrumWic-al Theorem 1.1} (taken
with € = 3 = ) are satisfied with Tz = 1z,, 4 T in place of T', and hence, by the conclusion of
[KrumWic-a, Theorem 1.1] we have that {Y : © (T%,Y) > ¢} NB1(0) = BUS, where B, S are as in
[KrumWic-a, Theorem 1.1]; in particular, B is closed in B1(0), and hence, since {Y : © (T%,Y) > ¢}
is closed by upper-semi continuity of density, the set S is locally compact.

Since © (Tz,0) = g, we have that either 0 € B or 0 € S. If 0 € B then we can conclude directly
from part (I7) of [KrumWic-al, Theorem 1.1] that conclusion (a) of the present theorem holds. If
on the other hand 0 € S, then by part (I) of [KrumWic-a, Theorem 1.1] we can choose pg > 0

such that {Y : ©(T%,Y) > q} N B, (0) = SN B, (0), SN B, (0) is compact, and for every
Y € SNB,,(0) and every p € (0, pol, either there is a cone Cy,, € ngch,p such that

(5.22) Q(ny,p# Tz, Cy,p, B1(0)) < Bs Pie%f E(ny,p4 Tz, P,B1(0)), or
q,1

(5.23) {X : 0 (77y7p# Tz,X) > q} N Bl(O) C {X : diSt(X, L) < ,8*} N Bl(O)

for some (n — 3)-dimensional subspace L of R"*". We can now reach conclusion (b) of the present
theorem, with py = ppoz/2, by arguing exactly as in the proof of [Sim93, Theorem 2'], using (£.22]),
(523) in places where that argument depends on [Sim93, Theorem 2.4], and Theorem Bl in places
where it uses [Sim93 Theorem 1]. Specifically, if (5.22]) holds true with Y = 0 and p = 1, then we
can apply Theorem B.1] with g , 477 in place of T' to obtain

o
(*) {X €B,y2(0): (T2, X) > ¢} C LU B, (V)

j=1
where L is a properly embedded (n — 2)-dimensional C!*-submanifold of B po/2(0) for some i, =
fix(n,m, q) € (0,1) and {B,,(Y;)} is a countable collection of balls with p; < po/2 and 22, p?iQ <
(1 — ) pg_Q. If instead (5:23)) holds true with ¥ = 0 and p = 1, then by a standard covering
argument () holds true with L = () (see [SIm93, Theorem 2']). We know that by [KrumWic-a,
Theorem 1.1], for each j either there is a cone Cy;,; € [Jj_5Cqp such that (5.22) holds true
or (5:23) holds true. (Notice that the more elementary argument of [Sim93, Lemma 2.4], which
is based on the monotonicity formula for area and a compactness argument and which for its
conclusions crucially relies on the assumption that the stationary varifolds considered belong to
a multiplicity 1 class, gives us the weaker statement that for e, = e,(n,m,q) € (0,1) suitably
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small, there is an n-dimensional area-minimizing cone éj, possibly supported on a plane, such that
Q(ny;,p;4#T2,C;,B1(0)) < ex and {X : O(ny; p,217,X) > q} N B1(0) C {X : dist(X,spine C;) <
€4 }; this is insufficient for continuing to apply Theorem [51] or the necessary covering argument.)
For each j such that (5:22]) holds true, we can again apply Theorem [B.1] with Ny;.p;# 17 in place
of T, whereas for each j such that (5.23]) holds true, we can apply a standard covering argument.
Iteratively applying this procedure as in [Sim93, Theorem 2’| gives us conclusion (b). O

Finally, we deduce the following result as an immediate consequence of Theorem

Corollary 5.3. If T is an n-dimensional locally area minimizing rectifiable current in an open
set U C R™ ™ then for H" 2 a.e. point Z € sptT, the current T has a unique tangent cone Cy
of the form Cyz = Z?’:l q;[P;] where p, qi,...,q, are integers > 1, and Py,..., P, are distinct
n-dimensional planes such that if p > 2 (i.e. if Cz is not supported on a single plane) then there
is an (n — 2)-dimensional subspace L with P; N\ P; = L for every i # j. Furthermore, we have that

singTl’'=BUS

where:

(1)) BNS = 0;
(ii) S is countably (n — 2)-rectifiable and

(iii) every point Z € B is a branch point of T where T has a unique tangent cone supported on an
n-dimensional plane Py ; moreover, for every compact set K C U and every Z € BN K, the
current T “decays rapidly” to Py in the sense that there are numbers ax = a(K,T) € (0,1)
and Cxg = C(K,T) € (0,00) such that the estimate in Theorem [52(a), with o = ax and
C = Ck, holds for some oz > 0 (depending on Z) and all p,o with 0 < p <o < o0g.

Proof. The set E of singular points of 7" where there is no tangent cone of the form Z§:1 m;[P;] for
some integer p > 1, positive integers mi, ma, ..., m, and distinct n-dimensional planes P, ..., P,
has Hausdorff dimension < n — 3. For each compact subset K C U, the set {O (T,7) : Z € K} is
bounded, and hence there is a finite set {q1,q2,...,qn} of integers > 2, where N = N(T, K), such
that {©(T,7) : Z € singTNK\E} ={q1,q2,...,qn}. Set ag = min{a(n,m,q;) : j=1,...,N},
Ckx = max{C(n,m,q;) : j=1,...,N} where a(n,m,q), C(n,m,q) are as in Theorem [5.2(a), and
set B be the set of points Z € sing7 N K such that the estimate of Theorem [(.2J(a) holds with
a = aig and C' = Ck for some oz > 0. Setting B = Ux Bg where the union is over all compact
K C U, and § =singT \ B, the assertions of the present theorem can be verified with the help of

Theorem O
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